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The Court of Criminal Appeal and Frivolous 
Appeals. 


Tue Lorp Cuter Justice has at last given voice to the convic- 
tion which has been entertained almost from the beginning by those 
who have had occasion to be present at the sittings of the Court 
of Criminal Appeal that something will have to done in the 
interests of jal ic time and public money to puta stop to the 
extremely frivolous appeals which too often come before it. On 
Friday, August 14th, a prisoner appealed against his sentence, 
and in response toa question as to what he had to say in support 
of his appeal, merely stated that he thought his sentence too 
severe. The Lord Chief Justice, after ing the above state- 
ment, gave a short sketch of the man’s career, which shewed 
that the sentence of five years’ penal servitude was by no means 
excessive. Some of the matters before the court would seem 
trivial in a court of petty sessions. The Act has provided a 
sifting machinery by mveating & single judge with some of the 
powers of the Court, but it allows ap from the decisions of 
the latter. Perhaps a-restriction on this right of appeal would 
have the necessary effect without prejudicing the policy of the 
statute, 


The Case of Daisy Lord. 

WE REFERRED, on the lst of August, in commenting on the 
Law of Murder Amendment Bill now before Parliament, to the 
case of Daisy Lorp, a girl of nineteen, who was recently 
sentenced to death for the murder of her illegitimate child. We 
also noticed that, according to a statement in the newspapers— 
which we have not seen denied—the date of the execution 
was fixed for the 11th of August. An appeal against the 
death sentence was presented to the Court of Criminal Appeal 
last Friday, and the Lord Chief Justice then stated that the 
Home Secretary had commuted the death sentence to one of 
penal servitude for life, and that the case was not one in which 
the court could interfere. Since the sentence is fixed by law, 
this is so, but the case calls attention to the urgent necessity 
of passing the Bill above referred to. It is satisfactory that the 
Lord Chief Justice has stated that the Home Office will not allow 
such a sentence to be carried into effect. Perhaps we may 
suggest that after this statement, ing from such a source 
and such a place, it is unlikely that such sentences will any 
longer be allowed to be praens, still less that the date for 
execution will be fixed. If this can be done, there is no effective 
guarantee that the sentence will not be executed. We trust that 
the case will be the means of abolishing the cruel practice 
under which judges. pronoance sentence of death on girls, and 
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sheriffe arrange for the execution, when there is no intention of 
allowing the sentence to be carried into effect. What the sentence 
should be for such an offence may be matter of question. Its 
association with the death penalty tends to make it excessive. 
In the present case we assume that the commuted sentence of 
penal servitude for life will be very substantially reduced in 
practice. 


The Employment of Children at Public Entertain- 
ments. 

A USEFUL PLAN has been introduced by Mr, MEAD, the magis- 
trate at Marlborough Street, for securing to children who obtain 
performing licences the benefit of their earnings. The jurisdic- 
tion of the magistrates in such cases arises under section 3 of the 
Prevention of Cruelty to Children Act, 1894, as amended by 
section 11 of the Employment of Children Act, 1903. Under 
the former statute magistrates may grant “a licence for such 
time and during such hours of the day, and subject to such 
restrictions se conditions as [they] think fit for any child 
exceeding seven years of age ”—raised to ten years of age by the 
Act of 1903—to take part in public entertainments, or to be 
trained for such entertainments. It is an objection to all such 
employment of children—especially when they are of the order 
of prodigies—that the child may bs exploited by its parents or 
guardians for their own profit, In the case before Mr. MEap, 
the child—a girl of 12, who had already performed with the 
opera company who made the application—received £1 for each 

rformance, and this, to the extent of £15, had been put in a 
ank for her until it was drawn out to meet the exigencies of her 
father's illness. Mr. MEAD made it a condition of granting the 
present licence that the child’s earnings should be paid to a 
trustee for her, with power at a later stage to advance money 
for her benefit and education, but meanwhile only allowing 10 per 
cent. for her expenses. Perhaps this allowance is at'an unduly 
low rate, but the idea is an excellent one, and, if such schemes 
become usual, experience will dictate the lines on which they can 
best be settled. 


Foreclosure of Registered Land. 

THE RECENT case of Weymouth v. Davis (1908, 2 Ch. 169) isan 
excellent example of the needless trouble and expense which 
registration of title causes as regards mortgages of land. The 
point in question was how to get the register rectified in pursuance 
of an order of foreclosure. When the mortgagee has taken a 
registered charge, the necessary alteration is made by the 
registrar under rule 164 of the Land Transfer Rules, 1903, 
This provides that ‘“‘when the proprietor of a registered charge 
obtains an order for foreclosure absolute, the order, or an office 
copy thereof, shall be delivered to the registrar, who shall there- 
upon enter the proprietor of the charge as proprietor (subject to 
prior charges) of the land the equity of redemption in which is 
foreclosed.” Thus the way is clear when the mortgagee has 
done what the Land Registry desires, that is, paid the fees and 
registered his charge. But supposing he is contented to take 
a mortgage off the register, supported by the deposit of the land 
certificate, and accompanied by a charge which he forbears to 
register, he thereby saves expense, and, considering the new 
scale of fees which it is proposed to introduce, the inducement 
to do this is likely to increase. But when it comes to enforcing 
his mortgage by foreclosure, and obtaining registration as pro- 
prietor, he finds himself at the mercy of the registry. Where 
the land is not registered, he obtains his foreclosure order and 
there is an end of the matter. But Weymouth v. Davis shows 
that the mere foreclosure of the mortgage does not carry the 
mortgagee far when the land is on the register. At first the 
registry declined to register the foreclosure order because it was 
obtained on an unregistered mortgage, and when the mortgagee 
went to the expense of registering the charge, he still found 
the registry obdurate because the foreclosure order referred only 
to the mortgage and not to the charge, Hence a further appli- 
cation to the court became necessary for the purpose of obtaining 
a declaration that the foreclosure covered the charge as well, and 
for an order for rectification of the register under section 95 
of the Land Transfer Act, 1875. Ultimately the mortgagee 
secured his due recognition as proprietor in pursuance of the 


forclosure order, but only after much trouble and expense caused 
solely by the system of registration. 


The Administration of Incumbered Estates. 

A CORRESPONDENT, whose Ictter we print elsewhere, raises a 
question as to the liability of the personal estate of a deceased 
mortgagor which has been the subject of litigation in some im- 
portant cases. The mortgagees are content for many years 
to rely on their mortgage security, and the executors, treating 
this as sufficient, distribute the personal estate. There comes a 
fall in value; the mortgage securities prove insufficient ; and it 
has to be considered whether the mortgagees still have any remedy 
against either the executors, or the legatees who have received 
the personal estate. A claim against the executors, founded on 
their devastavit in distributing the personal estate without pro- 
viding for the mortgage debts, was made in Re Gale (22 Ch, D, 
820), but was rejected inasmuch as the distribution had taken 
place more than six years before, and the Statute of Limitations 
therefore applied. In the subsequent case of Blake v. Gale 
{32 Ch. D. 571) the mortgagees sought to follow the personal 
estate into the hands of the residuary legatees, but again they 
failed—this time on the ground that they had assented to the 
distribution of the personal estate, and must be taken, 
therefore, to have released it: see, too, Iiidgway v. Newstead 
(3 D. F. & J. 474). The payment of mortgage interest by the 
executors out of the rents and profits of the mortgaged property 
does not seem to affect these results as to the distributed personal 
es‘ate, though it would probably keep alive the mortgage debts 
against other real estate of the mortgagor, if any: see Re Lacey 
(1907, 1 Ch. 330) ; Leahy v. De Moleyns (1896, 1 I. R. 206). These 
questions of the effect of payment of interest in keeping alive 
mortgage debts are attended with considerable difficulty, though 
this has been diminished since the decision of the Court of Appeal 
in Re Lacey ; and the particular circumstances of the case have to 
be carefully considered. But probably, in the circumstances 
stated by our correspondent, the most useful decisions are the two 
in Re Gale referred to above. 


Warranty on a Sale by Auction. 

THe case of Thimbleby v. Gascoine, in which judgment was 
delivered in the Reading County Court a few weeks ago, will 
probably be the subject of some criticism. The question was whether 
the loss sustained by the purchase of certain animals at a sale by 
auction should be borne by the vendor or the purchaser. The 
plaintiffs’ claim was for the price of a pig purchased by the 
defendant at an auction in one of the principal markets, and 
afterwards condemned by the local authority as suffering from 
tuberculosis. The plaintiffs, the auctioneers, had received a 
number of pigs from dealers in Reading for sale by auction for 
human food. The defendant purchased some of these pigs, but 
refused to pay the balance due, for one of them became ill subse- 
quently to the sale, and it was condemned and destroyed by the 
local authority as being affected by tuberculosis. There was 
nothing to shew that the pig was so affected at the time of the 
sale. It was contended for the defendant that, assuming there 
was no express warranty, a warranty was to be implied under 
section 14 (1) of the Sale of Goods Act, 1893: “ Where 
the buyer, expressly or by implication, makes known to the seller 
the particular purpose for which the goods are required, so as to 
shew that the buyer relies on the seller’s skill or judgment, and 
the goods are of a description which it is in the course of the 
seller’s business to supply (whether he be the manufacturer or 
not), there is an implied condition that the goods shall be reason- 
ably fit for such purpose”’; or, alternatively, under sub-section 2 : 
‘Where goods are bought by description from a seller who deals 
in goods of that description (whether he be the manufacturer or 
not), there is an implied condition that the goods shall be of 
merchantable quality ; provided that if the buyer has examined 
the goods, there shall be no implied condition as regards 
defects which such examination ought to have revealed.” The 








judge found for the plaintiffs, holding, first, that nothing passed 
at the time of sale to bring the case within sub-section 1; 
and secondly, that it must be taken that the purchaser relied on his 
own skill and judgment, and that the fact that the animal was 


affected with a disease which he was unable to detect on exami- — 






canchkas va 


ero 









es a 
ased 
> im- 
ears 
ting 
es a 
id it 
edy 
ived 
d on 
pro- 
1. D. 
aken 
‘ions 
Gale 
onal 
they 
the 
ken, 
stead 
the 
erty 
onal 
lebts 
MUCeY 
hese 
alive 
ugh 
peal 
ye to 
neces 
two 


was 
will 
ther 
e by 
The 
r the 
and 
from 
da 
for 
. but 
bse- 
r the 
was 
the 
here 
nder 
here 
eller 
is to 
and 
the 
r OF 
\son- 
n2: 
leals 
or or 
e of 
\ined 
ards 
The 
assed 
a Ty 
n his 


| was 
ami- 











Aug. 22, 1908. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. [Vol. 52.) 739 





nation did not make the sellers responsible for the presence of the 
disease. No point appears to have been taken by the plaintiffs 
that their position as auctioneers was different from that of the 
dealers, their principals, and we must confess that there appears 
to us to be strong ground for contending that, upon a sale 
by dealers of animals described (as these were) as “ prime fat 
hogs,’ there was, in the words of sub-section 2, an implied 
condition that the food should be of merchantable quality—in 
other words, that it should not be unsound and detrimental to the 
health of the public. 


Deposit of Goods with Innkeeper. 


AN IMPORTANT decision as to the statutory limitation on the 
liability of innkeepers has been given by the House of Lords 
in Whitehouse v. I. and W., Pickett (1908, A.C. 357). By sec- 
tion 1 of the Innkeepers’ Liability Act, 1863 (26 & 27 Viet. c. 
41), the liability of innkeepers for goods of their guests is 
limited to £30, except in two cases: “(1) Where such goods or 
property shall have been stolen, lost, or injured through the 
wilful act, default, or neglect of such innkeeper, or any servant 
in his employ. (2) Where such goods or property shall have 
been deposited expressly for safe custody with such innkeeper.” 
In the present case a jeweller’s traveller went, with a bag of 
samples worth some £1,800, to a hotel in Edinburgh and handed 
the bag to the boots. The traveller gave no express instruc- 
tions about it, but it was placed in a particular recess where the 
same traveller's bags had been placed for eighteen years. This was 
on a Saturday afternoon. When the traveller asked for his bag at 
11:30 p.m. to take it to his bedroom, it was found that the bag 
had disappeared and another one had been substituted. Hence 
arose questions on the two provisions quoted above. Had there 
been such default or neglect on the part of the innkeepers or 
their servants as to bring the case within the first provision, or 
had the bag been “ deposited expressly for safe custody” with 
the innkeepers? On the question of negligence, the Lord 
Chancellor and the other Law Lords present (except Lord 
CoLLINS) were in favour of the innkeepers. The manner in 
which the bag was taken was not proved, and in the absence of 
specific evidence of negligence, its disappearance did not neces- 
sarily imply negligence. But Lord CoLtins, on the ground that 
the innkeepers were bailees for reward, and as such bound to a 
high degree of care, held that they had not come up to this 
standard. Taking this view, it was not necessary for 
him to decide the question of the bag being deposited expressly 
for safe custody, but the rest of the House were of opinion that 
this required a more direct intimation as to the object of the 
deposit of the bag than was to be gathered from the mere practice 
of the traveller. “The word ‘expressly’” said the Lord 
Chancellor, “is not used without a purpose. It means that an 
intention by the bailor is not enough. That intention must be 
brought to the mind of the bailee or his agent in some reasonable 
and intelligible manner, so that he may, if so minded, insist 
on the precautions specified in the Act”; that is, he may 
require the | to be deposited in a box or other receptacle, 
fastened and sealed by the guest. And Lord JAmgs said: 
“My view is that the Legislature intended that before the inn- 
keeper should be made liable, proof should be given that he had 
received into his charge goods with the intention of making him- 
self liable for their safety ; that he should possess, or at any rate 
have an opportunity of possessing, knowledge of the nature and 
value of the goods deposited, so that he might regulate the extent 
of his control over and care of them, with some relation to the 
liability that wou'd attach to him if the goods were lost.” This 
dictwm is perhaps open to the remark that it rather shows the 
reason of the statutory provision than gives.the meaning of “ ex- 
pressly,” and it seems sufficient to say that the term requires an 
express intimation by the guest to the innkeeper or his servant 
that the deposit is for safe custody. The innkeeper can then take 
any necessary precaution. 


The Abuse of Advertising. 


ATTENTION HAS been called by correspondence in the Times 
to the Advertisements Regulation Act, 1907. References in the 
correspondence to “Scapa ” are at first a little puzzling, but this 





appears to be merely a convenient contraction for the “Society 
for Checking the Abuses of Public Advertising.” The Act, it 
will be remembered, is purely permissive, and enables local 
authorities to make bye-laws for the regulation and control of 
advertising hoardings when they exceed 12 ft, in height, and for 
regulating, restricting, or preventing the exhibition of advertiee- 
ments in such a manner as to affect injuriously the amenities of 
a public pee or pleasure promenade, or to disfigure the natural 
beauty of a landscape. Somewhat excessive regard is paid to 
existing advertisements in the proviso that they are to be exempt 
for a period of five yeara from the making of the bye-Jaws. 
We do not remember noticing that any bye-laws have 
yet been made by a local authority under the Act, and, as the 
7imes points out in a leading article, the actual putting of the 
Act into operation may be attended with difficulty where par- 
ticular local bodies are required to deal with particular advert- 
isements. But a set of model bye-laws, su by a healthy 
public opinion, should get over any such difficulties. The sale of 
drugs and my and patent foods would doubtless still flourish, 
even though the chances of advertising these articles were cur- 
tailed in towns and villages and prohibited altogether in the 
open country. 








Imperfect Gifts. 


THE recent decision of Nevitxe, J., in Re Stewart (1908, 2 
Ch. 251), affords an interesting illustration of the principle 
established by Strong v. Bird (18 Eq. 315)—namely that an im- 
periect gift made by a testator in his lifetime will be turned 
into a perfect gift on his death by the appointment of {the ‘donee 
as executor ; and the learned judge has held that the principle 
equally applies although the donee may be only one of several 
executors. 

In Strong v. Bird the principle was applied to the release of a 
debt. B.’s stepmother lived in his house and paid him £212 10s. 
for her board. He borrowed £1,100 from her under an agree- 
ment that it was to be repaid by the deduction of £100 from 
each quarter's payment. The eduction was made for two 
quarters, but then the stepmother refused to make any further 
deduction and expressly forgave the debt. From that time she 
paid the full sum of £212 10s. a quarter until her death, 
which took place more than four years after. She made a 
will appointing B. sole executor, and he proved the will. In an 
action for administration of her estate the question was raised 
whether the debt of £900, the balance of the £1,100, was still 
subsisting, and JessEt, M.R., held that it was not. The mere 
forgiveness of the debt was not, indeed, sufficient to release it. 
“Tt is said,” observed the Master of the Rolls, “and said quite 
accurately, that the mere saying of a creditor to a debtor ‘I 
forgive you the debt’ will not operate as a release at law. It is 
what the law calls nudum pactum—a promise made without an 
actual consideration passing, and which consequently cannot be 
supported as a contract. Therefore the mere circumstance of 
saying ‘I will forgive you’ will not do.” 

But this defect in the operation of a mere statement of for- 
giveness of a debt will be cured if there supervenes any event 
by which the debt is in fact released at law, and this occurs when 
the debtor is appointed the creditor’s executor. “The legal 
effect of that was to release the debt in law, and therefore the 
condition which is required, namely, that the release shall be 
perfect at law, was complied with by the testatrix making him 
executor.” And Sir GrorcE JEssEL continued :—“ It is not 
necessary that the legal change shall knowingly be = the 
donor with a view to carrying out the gift. It may be e for 
another purpose ; but if the gift is clear, and there is to be no 
recall of the gift, and no intention to recall it, so that the person 
who executes the legal instrument does not intend to invest 
the person taking upon himself the legal ownership with any 
other character, there is no reason why the legal instrument 
should not have its legal effect.” The effect of appointing a 
debtor to be the creditor’s executor, although it operates as a 
legal release of the debt, leaves the executor liable to account for 
the debt in equity, but this equitable liability is discharged by 
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the imperfect release of the debt. “There being the continuing 
intention to give,” said the Master of the Rolls, “ and there being a 
legal act which transferred the ownership or released the obliga- 
tion—for it is the same thing—the transaction is perfected, and 
he does not want the aid of a court of equity to carry it out, or 
to make it complete, because it is complete already, and there is 
no equity against him to take the property away from him.” 

It seems to be opp»sed to all sound principle for the mere chance 
acquisition of a legal interest to validate a transaction which 
would not be valid without it ; but it would perhaps be a diffi- 
cult task to place the doctrine of the legal estate upon a perfectly 
satisfactory basis, and it seems probable that Sir GrorGE JESSEL 
was glad of the opportunity of perfecting upon the above ground 
a. rele ise of a debt which technically was not binding. Other 
instances of the application of the doctrine bave occurred in Re 
Appleb'e (1891, 3 Ch. 422), and Re Griffin (1899, 1 Ch. 408). The 
former was a decision of STirLine, J.’s, and he held that, 
to complete the title of the debtor-executor, and so 
enable him to have the benefit of the doctrine, it was not neces- 
sary that he should have proved the will. Power had been 
reserved to him to do so, and, assuming that it was necessary, 
an opportunity would have been given him to prove it. Both as 
to the effect of the legal release consequent on the appointment 
of the debtor as executor, and as to the admissibility of evidence 
of the intention of the testatrix to forgive the debt in her lifetime, 
the learned judge accepted the authority of Strong v. Bird, In 
Re Griffin the question arose whether the indorsement and 
delivery of a banker’s deposit receipt, with the intention of 
making a gift, opsrated as a gocd equitab!e assignment of the 
money on deposit, and ByrNng, J., held that it did. But even 
if the gift had been incomplete, it would have been validated by 
the circumstance that the donee had been appoiuted the donor’s 
executor. 

The latter case assnmes one of the points argued in the 
present case of Jie Stew srt (supra), namely, that the principle of 
Strong v. Bird (supra) is not confined to the case of the release 
of a debt, but applies to any gift of property to a donee who is 
appointed executor. NEVILLE, J., pointed out the grounds of the 
decision in Strong v. Bird in the following words:—* The 
reasoning by which the conclusion is reached is of a double 
character : first, that the vesting of the property in the executor 
at the testator's death completes the imperfect gift made in 
the lifetime ; and, secondly, that the intention of the testator 
to give the beneficial interest to the executor is sufficient 
to countervail the equities of beneficiaries under the will, 
the testator having vested the legal estate in the executor.” 
And the learned judge’s conclusion on this point, and also as 
to the effect of the donee being only one of several 
co-executors, was expressed as follows:—‘tThe whole of the 
property in the personal estate in the eye of the law vest- 
ing in each executor, it seems to me immaterial whether the donee 
is the only executor or one of several ; nor do I think the rule 
is confined to cases of the release of a debt owing by the donee.” 
But the intention which the donee proves in his favour must 
be an intention by the testator to give during his life. If it is 
an intention to give on his death, then it will not do, since this 
would be a testamentary disposition, and would have to be shewn 
by a pay executed testamentary instrument. In Re Stewart, 
accordingly, the widow of the testator, who was one of his 
executors, was held to be entitled to three bearer bonds of a 
company for £500 each, on the ground of the testator’s intention 
to give them during his life. The bonds were purchased by the 
testator shortly before his death, and he handed her the broker’s 
letter with the contract note saying that the bonds had been bought 
for her. The bonds were never delivered to the testator, but his 
intention to give them was turned into a perfect gift when they 
subsequently became at law the property of the executors. 








Samming up on an inquest on Thursday, the Westminster Coroner said 
it struck him that those persons who took a view against coroners’ juries 
would have received a very good lesson if ‘they had been present that day. 
There had been most useful questions which had helped to clear up tke 
matter. As to the future, whatever reforms there might be in store for them 
in regard to Coroners’ Inquest Law, he hoped there would be no abolishing 
of the jury, which he considered one of the greatest safeguards to publicity 
aid «f the greatest importance to the inquiry. 





Correspondence. 


Deceased Mortgagor’s Estate—Administration— 
Liability of Executors. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.] 


Sir,—I should be glad to have the views of your readers on the 
following :— 

On the death of a mortgagor some years ago, substantially the 
whole of his property was encumbered in favour of various 
mortgagees. None of the mortgages were called in, the mortgagees 
allowing the executors to take the rents and profits, out of which 
the various mortgage interests have been paid to the present time. 





Nearly all the properties are situate in one locality, and owing to © 


general depreciation cf property in the neighbourhood, it is quite 
clear that in many cases the mortgaged properties will not on a sale 
produce sufficient to pay off the mortgage debts. Except as to 
the mortgaged properties the mortgagor's estate has been distributed, 
including the surplus rents and profits after payment of the mort- 
gage interests. The executors, as will be gathered from what is stated 
above, had notice of the mortgages, because they kept the interest 
down ; on the other hand, it was of course within the power of the re- 
spective mortgagees to require payment off at any time, subject to the 
customary notice, but they did not do so. The point upon which I 
should be glad of the views of your readers is whether the mortgagees 
have any claim upon the mortgagor’s executors for the deficiency on 
a sale in the value of the mortgaged properties, having regard to the 
fact that the executors have distributed assets to the beneficiaries 
with knowledge of the existence of the mortgage debts. 

August 17. 

[See observations under “ Current Topics.”—Ep. S./.] 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Criminal Appeal. 


R. rv. LORD. Lord Alverstone, C.J., and Darling and Phillimore, JJ. 
14th Aug. 


CriminaL LAw—Mvurper—Sentence or DeatH—CoMMvTATION By His 
MaAJesty—APPEAL AGAINST COMMUTED SENTENCE. 


No appeal to the Court of Criminal Appeal lies against a sentence 
substituted by His Majesty on the recommendation of the Home 
Secretary for the death sentence passed by the court of trial. 

This was an appeal by the prisoner, Daisy Lord, against her sentence, 
She had been convicted of murder, and the Home Secretary had 
recommended His Majesty to commute the sentence to one of penal 
servitude for life, which had been done; and it was against this 
sentence that the prisoner appealed. The prisoner was not present, nor 
was she represented by counsel. 

Lord Atverstone, C.J.—In this case the prisoner was convicted of 
murder, and sentenced to death. The Home Secretary recommended 
that the sentence should be commuted, this being one of those cases 
in which the Home Office, very properly, does not allow the capital 
sentence to be carried out. He has adopted a perfectly correct course, 
because the Criminal Appeal Act, 1907, does not interfere in the 
slightest degree with the prerogative of mercy invested in His Majesty, 
as appears by section 19. Section 3 (c) — a right of appeal against 
a sentence ‘‘ unless the sentence is one fixed by law,’’ as it is in this 
case. Therefore there could be no appeal against the sentence of 
death. The Home Secretary having, in the exercise of his legal power 
to.do so, limited the sentence of death, the subsequent proceedings are 
machinery for putting on record the facts, and for providing a justifica- 
tion for the prisoner being detained. Therefore there is no appeal in 
this case, either against the sentence as commuted, or against any 
subsequent action of the Home Secretary, for the carrying out of ‘his 
decision. In our opinion, therefore, this appeal fails. 

[Reported by W. L. L. BELL, Barrister-at-Law.] 


I. M. 8. 











CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
Court of Appeal. 


JOEL v. LAW UNION AND CROWN INSURANCE CO. No. 
30th July. 
InsurANce — Lire--Incorrecr StaTeMENTS Mave sy AssuRED— 
INNOCENT MIssTATEMENT—MAaTERIALITY—Basis oF CONTRACT. 


In a proposal for a policy on her life the applicant answered certain 
questions, and she signed a declaration that, to the best of her know 
ledge and belief, the particulars were true, and she agreed that they 
should be the basis of the contract between her and the insurance com- 
pany, Subsequently the insurance company sent a document to @ 
doctor selected by them asking him to obtain answers to the several 
questions in the document from the applicant, and to make such inves 








a 





28324 eae «& © @ es -reomwe eee e u 


—_ 
~~ 





i— 


| 


n the 


y the 
rious 
agees 
vhich 
time. 
ng to 
quite 
, sale 
as to 
nuted, 
mort- 
tated 
terest 
he re- 
to the 
‘ich I 
rAZeeS 
cy on 
to the 
‘iaries 


8. 


, JJ. 
y His 


ntence 
Home 


itence. 
y had 
penal 
t this 
nt, nor 


ted of 
1ended 
» cases 
capital 
crourse, 
in the 
ajesty, 
against 
in this 
nee of 
power 
igs are 
stifica- 
peal in 
st any 
of ‘his 


PS 


URED — 
\CT. 


certain 
r know- 
at they 
ce com- 
it toa 
several 
h inves 





_ Aug. 2, 1908. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. (Vol. $2.) 741 


or 








tigations as to her past and present state of health as:‘would enable him 
to advise the company. The questions were headed, ‘* Questions to be 
put to the applicant (with any necessary explanation) by the medical 
officer who will fill in the applicant's answers,’ and the applicant 
signed a declaration that the answers were true. The questions related 
to her health. Two of her answers, which were material to the risk, 
were inaccurate, but were made bona fide and not fraudulently. 

Held, that the answers to the questions put to the applicant by the 
doctor were not made the basis of the contract. 

The judgment for the defendants entered by Lord Alverstone, C.J. 
(ante, p. 517) was set aside, and a new trial was, in the circumstances, 
ordered. 


Appeal from the judgment of Lord Alverstone, C.J. (reported ante, 
p. 517). The action was brought by the executrix of the will of Miss 
Robina Morrison to recover £3,000 upon a policy of life insurance. On 
the 27th of October, 1902, Miss Morrison signed a proposal for a 
policy on her life for 23,000 with the defendants; and also a declara- 
tion that, to the best of her knowledge and _ belief, the particulars 
given by her in the proposal were true, and she agreed that they 
should be the basis of the contract between her and the defendants. 
Subsequently the defendants sent a document to Dr. Bernard Scott, 
a medical man selected by them, which stated that a proposal for 
insurance on the life of Miss Morrison had been made to the defendant 
company, and requested him to obtain answers from the applicant to 
the several questions given in the document, and to make such investi- 
gation as to her past and present state of health as.would enable him 
to give the defendants his opinion thereon. The questions, which 
related to her health and family antecedents, were headed, ‘* Questions 
to be put to the applicant (with any necessary explanation) by the 
medical officer, who will fill in the applicant’s answers.’’ - Question 7 
was, ‘‘ What medical men have you consulted? -When? and what 
for?”’ The answer was, ‘* Dr. T. B. Scott, Bournemouth, rarely, colds ; 
Dr. Hodson, Brighton, last spring, measles.’’ Question 9 was, 
‘‘Have you at any time had, and, if so, when, any of the followin 
ailments, viz. ... (b) apoplexy, palsy, fits of any kind, -menta 
derangement, brain fever, or other disease of the brain?’’ The answer 
was ‘‘No.”” The applicant signed a declaration ‘‘ with reference to 
the proposal for assurance on my life, and my declaration dated the 27th 
of October, 1902, that the answers to the foregoin uestions are 
true.’’ Dr. Bernard Scott made a report to the defendants, and a 
policy was executed for £3,000 on the 4th of November, 1902, The 
assured died by suicide in March, 1906. It appeared that the assured 
in December, 1894, suffered from a severe attack of influenza, followed 
by nervous depression; that she consulted Dr. Kinsey Morgan; 
that it developed into acute mania; that. upon Dr. Morgan’s certificate 
she was placed in charge of Dr. Leach at a private establishment ; 
and that she gradually recovered, and in August, 1895, she was dis- 
charged. The assured had told Dr. T. B, Scott that she had suffered 
from influenza and a nervous breakdown. The defendants did not 
call Dr. Bernard Scott, but relied upon the incorrectness of her answers 
to questions 7 and 9. The following questions were left to the jury — 
(1) ‘‘Did the deceased lady,, Robina Morrista, know in October, 1902, 
that.she had suffered from mental derangement?’’ Answer, “ No.’’ 
(2) ‘“‘Did the deceased lady, Robina Morrison, fraudulently conceal 
from the defendants the fact that she had suffered from mental derange- 
ment?’’ Answer, ‘‘ No.’’ (3) ‘‘ Did she fraudulently conceal from the 
defendants that she had consulted Dr. Kinsey Morgan in the year 
1894 for nervous depression?’’ Answer, “She foolishly, but not 
fraudulently, concealed this fact.’’ (4) ‘‘ Was the fact. that. she had 
consulted Dr. Kinsey Morgan for nervous breakdown*in the year 1894 
material for the company to know in considering whether they would 
insure Robina Morrison’s life?’’ Answer, ‘‘Yes.’’ Upon those 
findings Lord Alverstone, C.J.,. held that the answers to the doctor’s 
questions were not made the basis of the contract, but the non-disclosure 
of a material fact, namely, the assured’s having consulted Dr. Kinsey 
Morgan, avoided the policy. He accordingly entered judgment for 
the defendants. The plaintiff appealed. 

Tue Court (VAueHAN WituiAMs, FietcHer Movutton, and Bucktey, 
L.JJ.) held that the answers to the doctor’s questions were not made 
the basis of the contract; but that, upon the common law obligation 
upon the assured to disclose all that was material to the risk, as there 
was no evidence as to what passed between her and Dr: Bernard 
Scott at the interview between them, there must be a new trial, the 
charge of fraud not to be re-opened.—Counset, Montague Lush, K.C., 
and S. O. Henn Collins; -Montague Shearman, K.C., and Boydell 
oe Soxicrtors, Richardson & Sadlers; Robins, Hay, Waters & 

ay. 

, [Reported by W. F. Barry, Barrister-at-Law. | 





McDONALD +. THE OWNERS OF 83. “BANANA.” 
31st. July. 


Worxmen’s Compensation—Accmpent Arisinc Out OF AND IN THE 
Course or THe EmPpLoyMENT—Onvus ProBanpI—Evipence—Suip’s 
Loc—WorkmeEn’s Compensation Act, 1906 (6 Ep..7,.c. 58), s, 1. 


The burden of proof that an accident arose out of and in the course 
of employment lies on the workman or his representatives, and is not 
discharged by evidence which is equally consistent with the accident 
having arisen out of and in the course of the employment or otherwise. 


_This was an appeal from an award of the apsty county court judge 
sting at Liverpool as an arbitrator under the Workmen’s Compensa- 
tion Act, 1906. The original partion, and the present respondent, was 
the widow of Thomas Patrick McDonald, who was employed as a 


No, 2. 


donkeyman in the aap mae Qn the 4th of January, while 
The Banana was lying at port of Bremerhaven, McDonald went 
ashore. While returning he slipped off the gangway leading to the 
ship and fell into the water, striking his head mabe fell, and he died 
in consequence of that injury. The widow claimed compensation. The 
only evidence as to how the accident happened, given by the widow, was 
an extract from the ship’s log book. © evidence was called by the 
employers, but it was contended on their behalf that the widow had 
failed to discharge the onus which was upon her of proving that the 
accident arose out of and in the course of the deceased’s employment. 
The learned deputy county court judge was of opinion that a conclu- 
sion could be drawn from the entry equally consistent either with the 
deceased’s having met his death by an accident arising out of the 
employment or otherwise, but he thought that he was entitled to draw 
the inference that the deceased was returning to the ship in pursuance 
of an obligation so to do, and that the accident occurred by reason of 
the risk naturally incident to his occupation and arose out of and in 
consequence of his employment. He accordingly made an award in 
favous of the widow. The employers appealed. 

Tue Court (Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and Fagwett and Kennepy, 
L.JJ.) allowed the ap 5 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R.—The question in this appeal is whether a 
donkeyman in 7'he Banana, who met his death at Bremerhaven, died 
through.an accidént arising out of and in the course of his employment. 
‘Thevonly evidence is an extract from the log- book :—* 11.15, January 
4, 1908—Thomas McDonald, donkeyman, whilst returning on 
board ship from the shore, more or less the worse for liquor, refused 
the aid of night watchman and policeman to assist him up the gang- 
way, and on reaching the top step suddenly overbalanced and fell over 
the gangway mainropes, dropping between the ship and quay, and 
striking the iron girder before reaching the water.” The deputy 
county court judge said, and it seems to me with truth, that this entry 
leaves it that a conclusion perfectly consistent can be drawn, either 
that the man met his death by an accident arising out of the employ- 
ment or otherwise. But he went on to say that in order to tnd against 
the applicant (the widow) it would be to assume that this 
man was doing something he had no business to do, that he had gone 
ashore without leave, and that in that way the accident was not in the 
course of the employment ; and he held that the entry in the official log 
was evidence entitling him to infer that the deceased met his accident 
arising out of and in the course of his employment, there being nothi 
in the entry warranting him to assume otherwise; and he award 
£300. In my opinion this award cannot stand. Nothing more has 
been proved than that the man fell on his way back to the ship. It 
does not appear (I) whether he had gone ashore on ship’s business, or 
(2) whether he went ashore on a spree without leave, or (3) whether 
he had leave to go ashore. In this case, as. in all similar cases, it is 
for the applicant to ve affirmatively that the accident arose out of 
and in the course of the employment. There is no presumption in 
favour of the applicant. If the only evidence is equally consistent with 
either view, the applicant fails. do not mean to suggest that the 
county court judge is not at liberty to draw an inference from facts 
which are proved, when there is no direct evidence, but there must. be 
some circumstances to justify such an inference. He is not at liberty 
to presume that the man was doing his duty until the ag sage Pag 
proved. The accident in the present case did not happen on the ship, 
although the man was very close to the ship on his way back. I have 
stated three possible events. If he was sent ashore on a ship’s errand 
he would be within the Act. If he went ashore without leave he would 
plainly not be within the Act. If he went ashore, not on a ship’s 
errand, but with leave and for his own pleasure, I think he would 
equally not be within the Act. .To give an illustration, which possibly 
appeals to most of us. If I send my domestic servant in the evening 
with a letter to a friend, and he is knocked down by a motor-omnibus 
on his way to or from my friend’s house, I should be liable. If, how- 
ever, he, ate a night off, goes—as he is at full liberty to go—to the 
Franco-British Exhibition for his own amusement, and meets with an 
accident at the same spot, I take it that I should not be liable. The 
result is that, in my opinion, Mr. Keogh’s contention before the 
deputy judge ought to have prevailed. There is no evidence that the 
man’s death was due to injury by accident arising out of and in the 
course of ie employment. appeal must, be allowed, with costs 
here and below. Z : : 

Farwett and Kennepy, L.JJ., also delivered jud ts allowing 
the appeal.—CounseEL, Atkin, K.¢., and Keogh; U'. A. Suaeel K.C., 
and Harold Morris. Sowsctrons, Lawrence, Jones, & Co, ; Windybank, 
Samuell, & Lawrence, for Bradley, Liverpool. 

[Reported by J, I. Srretive, Barrister-at-Law.} 


HAYLETT v. VIGOR & 00. No, 2. 3ist July. 


KMEN’s CoMPENSATION—InpUSTRIAL Dtsease—Sequetar or Inpus- 
eae Disease—Deata Causep By Sequeta or Inpustriat Disease— 
Proor THAT SEQUELA AROSE FROM INDUSTRIAL Disease—WORKMEN’'S 
Compensation Act, 1906 (6 Ep. 7, c. 58), s. 8., Tamp Sas or i 
orkman dies from a disease which is a sequela of any of th 
snatustriad diseases 8 aed in the Third Schedule to the Workmen's 
Compensation Act, 1906, the burden of proo lies on his representa- 
tives to show that the industrial disease was ultimate or proximate 
cause of death, not on the employers to show that the sequela did not 
result from the indust 





i ‘an appeal from @ decision of the county court j sitting 
oi Boe, miationes; which raised a question of some on 
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the construction of section 8 of the Workmen's Compensation Act, 1906 
—namely, whether in the event of a man dying from a disease which is 
a sequela of any of the industrial diseases specified in the third 
schedule to the Act it has to be established that the industrial disease 
is either the proximate or ultimate cause of the death, or whether 
this is to be assumed in the absence of evidence to the contrary. The 
facts, as stated in the judgment of the Master of the Rolls, were as 
follows :—Haylett was a painter, and had worked for many years for 
Messrs. Crabtree. For three or four days last August he worked for 
Messrs. Vigor. In September there were signs of “ plumbism.’’ He 
was removed to a hospital on the 25th of September, but all traces 
of plumbism had before that date passed away. He died on the 2nd of 
October. His dependents claimed compensation under section 8 of the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906. The material portions of that 
section are as follows :—‘‘8. (1) Where (i.) the certifying surgeon 
e certifies that the workman is suffering from a disease men- 
tioned in the third schedule to this Act . or (iii.) the death of 
a workman is caused by any such disease, and the disease is due to the 
nature of any employment in which the workman was employed at any 
time within the twelve months previous to the date of the disablement 
or suspension, whether under one or more employers, he or his depen- 
dents shall be entitled to compensation under this Acc as if the disease 
or such suspension as aforesaid were a personal injury by accident 
arising out of and in the course of that employment. . . . (2) If 
the workman at or immediately before the date of the disablement or 
suspension was employed in any process mentioned in the second column 
of the third schedule to this Act, and the disease contracted is the 
disease in the first column of that schedule set opposite the description 
of the process, the disease, except where the certifying surgeon certifies 
that, in his opinion, the disease was not due to the nature of the 
employment, shall be deemed to have been due to the nature of that 
employment, unless the employer proves the contrary.’’ In the third 
schedule in the first column, ‘ Description of Disease,’’ there appear, 
inter alia, ‘‘ Lead poisoning or its sequelae,’’ and in the second column, 
**Description of Process,’’ ‘‘ Any process involving the use of lead or 
its preparations or compounds.’’ The learned county court judge 
found (1) that the immediate cause of death was granular kidney ; (2) 
that granular kidney is a sequela of lead poisoning, but is also a 
sequela of gout, of alcoholism, heart pressure, and other complaints ; 
and (3) that lead poisoning was not proved to have been the cause of 
the granular kidney or of the death, but that, on the other hand, the 
employers did not prove that it was not the cause of death. Upon 
this finding the learned county court judge held that the applicants 
had established their right to compensation, and awarded £260 against 
Messrs. Crabtree. Against this decision Messrs. Crabtree appealed. 

Tue Court (Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and Farwett and KeEnnepy, 
L.JJ.) allowed the appeal. 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R.—The question turns upon the true construction 
of section 8, sub-sections (1) and (2), and, so far as I am aware, this is 
the first case in which that section has been considered in this court. 
Now the section has no application unless Haylett’s death was ‘‘ caused 
by ”’ a ‘‘ disease mentioned in the third schedule.’’ The material words in 
the third schedule are ‘“‘lead poisoning or its sequelae.’”’ In my 
opinion these words have no operation unless it is established to the 
satisfaction of the county court judge that lead poisoning was either 
the proximate or the ultimate cause of death. It is not sufficient that 
death was caused by something which may in some cases be a sequela 
of lead poisoning, but may also be a sequela of gout or alcoholism. 
In short, it must be proved that death was a consequence of lead poison- 
ing in the case of this particular individual, not necessarily a direct or 
immediate consequence, but at least a remote consequence. Now all 
that is proved is that Haylett died of granular kidney. That does not 
suffice to bring the case within the operation of the section. But it 
was argued that sub-section 2 enlarges the scope of the section, and 
throws upon the employer the burden of proof. I am unable to follow 
the argument. That sub-section presupposes death caused by a disease 
mentioned. in the third schedule, and in no way alters the operation of 
sub-section (1). When once it has been proved that death was caused 
by lead poisoning or its sequelae in the sense in which those words 
must be interpreted, then the burden of proof is thrown upon the 
employers of the deceased painter to make out that the death was not 
due to the nature of the employment at the date of the disablement. 
It was under this sub-section that Messrs. Vigor, who were Haylett’s 
last employers, were relieved from responsibility by the learned county 
court judge. This sub-section does not create a liability. Its only use 
is to saddle the liability upon the proper person. It deals only with 
evidence, and it has no effect whatever until the applicant has brought 
the case within the operation of the earlier part of the seation. For 
these reasons, with the utmost — to the very careful and learned 
county court judge, = _ a different view, I am of opinion that the 

ought to be allowed. 
yy tes and Kennepy, L.JJ., delivered judgments to the same 
effect.—CounseL, Simon, K.C., and Mellor; C. A. Russell, K.C., and 
Harold Morris. Soticrrors, Wm. Hurd & Son; Shaen, Roscoe, & Co. 
[Reported by J. I, Stmuixe, Barrister-at-Law. | 








Legal News. 
Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolutions. 
Joun SpeNcER CHAPMAN and FRANK CHAPMAN, solicitors (Spencer 
Chapman & Co.), 3, Southampton-street, Bloomsbury-square, London. 
Aug. 11. 





_ CHARLES WILLIAM Kitson, HENRY TIREMAN MACKENZIE, and 
GEORGE HAWKINS Hext, solicitors (Kitsons, Mackenzie, & Hext), 
Torquay. June 30. 

_ WILLIAM HENRY SALTWELL, JonN Tryon, and CHARLES HERBERT 
CALEY SALTWELL, solicitors (Saluwell, Tryon, & Sultwell), 1, Stone- 
buildings, Linevln’s-ina, London, Dee. 31, 1907. 

GEORGE CLINCH and Francis JoserH To.Luurst, solicitors (Tolhurst, 
Son, & Clinch), Gravesend. Aug. 8. {[Gazette, Aug. 14, 


General. 


_ Oa the 17th inst., at the Mansion House, the London and Eastern 
Trading Co., Ltd., of 102, Fenchurch-street, were summoned for an 
infringement of the Joint Stock Companies Acts in failing to send to 
the Registrar of Joint Stock Companies an annual list of shareholders 
and other particulars required by statute. The default, it was alleged, 
continued for 152 days. The secretary of the company attended, and 
admitted the infringement. Sir George Faudel-Phillips imposed a fine 
of £15 4s., being 2s. per day for the 152 days in default, and £1 1s, 
costs, which was paid. At Old-street, on the same day, the National 
Furnishing Co., of 223 and 225, Whitechapel-road, was summoned for 
not making a return of the list of shareholders of the company. Mr. 
Cluer imposed a fine of 2s. 6d. a day for 162 days—£20 5s.—and 
allowed ten guineas costs in addition. 

A classic instance of the tables being neatly turned upon the cross- 
examiner, says 7'he Globe, occurred in the famous convent case. Miss 
Saurin, having been expelled from a religious order at Hull, on the 
ground of her disobedience, brought an action for libel. The late Lord 
Coleridge, who appeared for Miss Saurin, sought, in his cross-examina- 
tion of Mrs. Kennedy, the mistress of the novices, to ridicule the 
triviality of the rules which his client was alleged to have disobeyed. 
Mrs. Kennedy’s statement that she had once found Miss Saurin in the 
pantry eating strawberries was followed by this dialogue. Coleridge : 
“Eating strawberries, really!’’ Mrs. Kennedy: ‘ Yes, sir, she was 
eating strawberries.’’ Coleridge : ‘‘ How shocking!’’ Mrs. Kennedy : 
‘“‘It was forbidden, sir.’ Coleridge : ‘‘ And did you, Mrs. Kennedy, 
really consider there was any harm in that?’’ Mrs. Kennedy : ‘ No, 
sir, not in itself, any more than there was any harm in eating an 
apple ; but you know, sir, the mischief that came from that.”’ 

At Whitechapel, on the 12th inst., says 7'e 7'imes, before his Honour 
Judge Bacon, counsel made an application as to the hearing of a 
remitted action, and said it was chiefly a matter of account. His 
honour said he would not do it. To the best of his recollection, the 
High Court judges did not take accounts; they had referees who could 
do the work properly. He had never objected to hearing cases properly 
remitted to’ him, but he always protested against accounts being sent 
down. Counsel asked the judge if he would say he could not take it. 
The Judge: I say I will not. They could, he added, apply for a 
mandamus to compel him, but they would see then. Referring to a 
suggestion that the registrar should take the accounts, his Honour said 
that the registrar was always busy, and, if he would not hear it, wh 
should the registrar? He asked when the action was remitted. 
Counsel: Two years ago. Judge Bacon allowed the case to be 
adjourned, emphasising the fact that there were no arrears in his court, 
but that county court judges were not judicial charwomen to do the 
domestic work of the High Courts household. 


At Marlborough-street, on the 18th inst., says 7'he 7'imes, before Mr. 
Mead, an application was made on behalf of Mr. McCabe, manager to 
Mr. Charles Manners, of the Moody-Manners Opera Co., to permit Ethel 
Maud Summers, a girl aged twelve, to take part in ‘‘ Madame Butterfly” 
at the Lyric Theatre. Mr. Henry W. Mote, solicitor, explained that 
the first performance would take place on Wednesday. The child 
would be required for two performances that day, one being a matinée, 
and for one performance on Saturday. At the latest the performance 
would be over by 10.30 p.m., and the child lived with her mother at 
Lambeth. Previous licences had been granted to her. Mrs, Summers, 
in answer to the magistrate, said her daughter was in good health, 
She was well looked after, and she attended ‘‘ a school for professional 
children.’’ She was paid a sovereign for each performance, and the 
money she had previously earned had been put in a bank for her. But 
her father, a porter in regular work, fell ill, and the money which had 
accummulated to £15 was drawn out. Mr. Mead: I do not see why 
you should live on your children. I think if you employ this girl the 
money ought to be entirely saved for her, subject to, say, 10 per cent, 
for travelling expenses or something of that sort. You must appointa 
trustee for this child, and the money must be paid to the trustee to 
saved for her, subject to 10 per cent. for expenses. (To the solicitor.) 
You can draw up a short deed for the purpose. The best thing would 
be some independent gentleman. Mr. Mote said that course would 
raise difficulties, and it would probably prevent the opera company 
having the services of the child, who was experienced in playing, as she 
had performed with Signor Caruso, Mme. Destinn, and _ others. 
Perhaps the magistrate would be satisfied with the word of honour of 
the mother that the money should be entirely devoted for the benefit 
of the girl. Mrs. Summers said she would give such a promise, and 
there would be no temptation to spend the child’s savings. Mr. Me 
said there was the temptation and the mother yielded to it to the 
extent of £15. It might be good for the child to be trained as am 
actress, but he thought any money she earned ought to be reserved for 
her. He only wanted the money to be secured for her, and he thought 
the whole dramatic profession would be with him in thinking 
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these children should not be exploited for the parents’ gain. After a 
short adjournment the parties to the application expressed their agree- 

ment with the course suggested. A gentleman, who offered to become 
trustee, went into the witness-box, and was informed by the magistrate 
that money might be advanced by him at 4 later stage for the girl’s 
benefit and education, but, at present, only 10 per cent. of her earnings | 


to J. W. Ciose, Mercantile bldgs, East parade, Leeds, Barr & Co, Leeds, solors for 
liquidator 


London Gazette.—Tvunsvax, Aug. 18. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 


Loarep rm Cmganorey. 


| Axrw Moves, Lunrrep—Creditors a: ane soa on or before Oct 5, to send in their names 


was to be expended for expenses. Sub-divisional Inspector McKay, C gh EA Fag ay hel debee ce. lime, io Willies relator 
Division, representing the Commissioner of Police, said there was no | Barrerssa ap Waspswortm Oo-orgzativs Soorery. Linirep (1x Vo’ ARY 
objection to the licence being allowed, and the magistrate granted it on Ligurpation)—Creditors are Cg gk g tt pede Ang 31, 


the terms mentioned. 








to Thomas Beecher Butterworth’ 99, —. 

Fiysorover Co-orpsrative Soorsry, Limrrep (tx Votuntarr Liqurpatrron) —Creditors 
are requested to send in their stake, not later than Aug 29, to Thomas Beecher 
Butterworth, 99, Leman st, liquidato: 


Leman st, 








Winding-up Notices. 
Tit Gazette. “eh 5-4 Aug. 1 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 


LIMITED IN CERY. 





The Property Mart. 


MonrrsTa Gave Se, preggo Bene Neg oe =: A 1, to ont Oe Result of Sale. 
names and teases, and the parti: sor to . 

40, Westgate rd, Newcastle on Tyns, liquidator ~ Revenstons, Live Ponrcrss, Awwurrr. 

Peninsutar Co, Limrrzp—OCreditors are requi on or before Sept 25, to send in their Messrs. H. EB. Foster & Suess held their usual fortnightly sale (No. 865) of the 
names and addresses, and the particulars their debte or claims, to Edward | above-named Interests at eS E.C,, on Thursday when 
Ebenezer Price, 99, Cheapside, liquidator the following Lots were old at the prices named, the total amount being 

Samrat Sywprcirs, Limrrzp—Creditors are required, on or before Nov +) send in 470 :— 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, N. Bogle- * ABSOLUTE REVERSION to Half e borage ees we ooo Bold £760 
French, 41, Tnreadneedle st. Christopher & Roney, Cornhil), ‘cabeen to “Hauidator REVERSION to £5,000 eee ade ooo os »  #£23.270 

S. H. Sxizr & Sone (Leeps), Liurren (18 Inquipation)—Oreditre are required forth- ABSOLUTE REVERSION to £5,600 . + ae ee ae » £3,260 
with to send in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, LIFE INTEREST in £19 2s. 6d, pa. eee woe ove ove £200 








— ILLIXGTOY, THomas ASHCROFT, Lancs, Wholesale 
Bankruptcy Notices. | iBroegit Baten ie Arie ord sg 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Aug 14, 
ECEIVING ORDERS. 
Arrerpury, Wrii114M, Darfield, nr Barnsley, Yorks, Grind- 
stone Maker Barnsley Pet Aug8 Ord Aug8 
Barrett, FrepErick — evi, Exeter, Tailor Exeter July 17 Ord A 
Pet Aug 10_ Ord —- Muscrave, Evoas, Ghirland rd, Maida hill High Court 
Buckmaster, Heapert Joun, Fleet st High Court Pet | Pet July 22 Ord Aug 8 


Manchester Pet yb Or 


Ord A 
Morea, a Price, Cro Bnd, Beer Retailer High 
Court Pet July 24 Od A yes 


Moser, CuarLotre aan Sonat High Court Pet 


at 11.30 191 st, Birmingham 
Gen, Saree Brink h, ar Chippenham, Farmer Aug 
Rec, 38, Laschboroagh circus, Swindon 





cun pose Lous, I Leicester, Tailor 
ati2 Of Bee 1 eres, Letcater 


} 


June 16 Ord Aug 10 Ritey, J., & Co, West Gorton, Manchester Manchester | 
Burnnam, WALTER, or aa Coal Merchant Windsor Pet July 14 ‘ond Ane la 

Pet Aug 8 Ord Aug 8 Roserts, Owex, Talssarn. Sameer, Engine Driver 
Cammacx, ALFrep, Horncastle, Lincoln, Cycle Dealer Lin- Bangor Pet Aug 12 Ord Aug 12 


coln Pet Aug’ 11 Ord Aug 11 
Cuapwick, Apert Ernest, Likeston, Derby, Greeng r 
Derby Pet Aug 11 Ord Aug 11 
Ciayton, James Artnour, Morley, Ly Mill Furnisher | 
Dewsbury Pet Aug li Ord Avg il | 
Cure E F, Forest Gate, Essex, Coseat Victualler Ord Aug it 
— Court Pet July9 Ord Aug 10 | Tiysow, Ext, Shaft y rd, Kensington, Builder High 
Det, Exyest Henry, Skirbeck Quarter, Market Gardener | Court Pet Aug 10 Ord Aug 10 
| 


Rowsoriom, Epwin, Lockwood, a me Draper 
field Pet Aug11 Ord Aug ll 

Atrarp, Newark upon Trent, Joiner 
Nottiogham Pet Augii Ord Aug It 

ae Isaac —— Leeds, Engineman Lecds Pet 





Suirn. Isaac 





Boston Pet Aug’ il as Aug 11 Tugner, Wituam, West Bromwich, aa Retailer West 
Green Edmonton Pet | 10 Ord Aug 10 
General Hawker Bolton 


Duncan, James, Station rd, W 
July 27 Ora Aug 10 


Bromwich Pet A 
Unswortn, Ropert, ton, 


Eangpiey, Bertram Coorrr, Burslem, Stafford, Plumber | Pet Augil Ord Aug 11 

Hanley Pet July2 Ord July 31 | Wairz, C E, — i” Finsbury High Court Pet 
Fyxx, Nawennam Wicut, Great Crosby, Warehouseman | July 8 Ord Aug 

Liverpool Pet Aug10 Ord Aug 10 | WErver, tn 8t. John’s Wood, Musician 
Garnett, Wittiam Terrett, Bradford, Electric ed Court Pet Aug 8 Ord Aug 8 


Manufacturer Bradford Pet Augi2 Ord Aug 12 | Wugeees, cmcase, Cheetham, Seaete, Wholesale 


Gasxinc, Witttam Ricaarp, sevesgee, Band Master | ter Pet July 13 Ord ‘Aug 10 
Liverpool Pet July 17 Ord Aug it Witxinsox, Harry, Woodlesford, York, Boot Maker 


Gover, Faanx Louis, Loughborough, Tailor Leicester | 


Wakefield Pet Aug10 Ord Aug 10 
Pet "Aug 10 Ord Aug 10 . "s “s 


a Joun Owen, ae. Grocer Middles- 
Pet Aug oe Ord Aug 12 FIRST MEETINGS. 
ion ronan, 


Kent, Contractor Canterbury | AnpRews, Wares Wit.iam, Worcester, oe Aug 24 
Pet J uly27 Ord —* atll Off ll, en st, Worceste 
Hueses, Aveustus Apo.rnus, Liverpool, Commission Barrett, Faepericx eo. Exeter Tailor Aug 27 

Agent Liverpool Pet July 25 Ord Aug 12 at 10.30 Off Rec, 9, Bedford circus, Exeter 
Humeureys, Eveanor, Bournemouth, Outfitter Poole Pet Bzoxert, Joseru Fountaix,Upwell, Isle of Ely,Cambridge 

Augil Ord Aug ll Builder Aug 22 at 12.30 Off Ree, 8, st, Nour- 
Hyper, Gzoros Wit.1am, Cropthorne, nr Pershore, Worczes: , wich 

ter, Labourer Worcester Pet Aug12 Ord Aug 12 “oo Hereert Jonx, Fleet st Aug 25 at 12 
Jonzs, Josep Frepericx, Plumstead, Keat, Workman ge Carey st 

Greenwich Pet July 14 Ord Aug 11 e we... Geen, urton on Ley Hairdresser = ane p>] 
Kirk, Harry, Liverpool, Hairdresser Liverpool Pet July atil Midland hotel, Statioi st, Burton on Tren 

21 Ord Aug 12 Carsticx, Eowagp, eg Butcher Aug 22 at it Off 
Leavo.p, Freperick Atrarp, Great Yarmouth, Hawker Ree, 13, Winckley st, Preston 

Great Yarmouth Pet Augi0 Ord Aug 10 Cuapper, Eowarp Wiiuam, Holbeton, Devon, Butcher 
Mackenzis, Tom, rt, Cumberland, Builder Cocker- Aug 25 at 12 7, Buckland ter, Plymouth 

mouth Pet July 23 Ord Aug 10 Co.verp, E F, Godwin rd, Forest Gate, Licensed Victualler 
Ma:co.m, Epwarp Rvurserrorp, Fremington, Devon Aug % at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Garey st 

Ord Aug 10 Connect, Row.ann Witttam (Jun), Liverp7ol, Artificial 











Barnstsple Pet July 24 
Maetiy, Wituiam Agtau Sm en rd, Dalston, Butch ufacturer Aug 24at 3 Off Reo, 35, Vic- 


Edmonton Pet Aug8 Aug 8 toria st, Liverp ol 


Bvave, Bowano Francis, Neath wep hy adnan NS oy A Aug 22 at 
11 Off Ree, 31, 


Alexander rd 
et Harorp Kixestox, Holbecch, Cy Cycle Agent Aug 
at 11.45 Law Courts, Peterboro 

pe, Lizzie, Al ,Salup Aug 25 at 4 Chariton 
Arms Hotel, We 

Hompneeys, eens, Sone, Ladies’ Outfitter 
Aug 22 at 10.30 and Sons, 153, Old Christ- 
church rd, Bournemouth 

Jonzs, Joszpa Freperick, Plumstead, Kent Aug 24 at 

Westiniaster bridge 


11.3) 182, York rd, 
Ksorr, Wituam Hereyr, Derby, Watchmaker 
we = 24 at 12.15 


Aug 25 at 3 Off Rec, 47, F all st, Derby 

Maenesers Tom, Maryport, 

Shuecseusn, Gace Asnororr, Leigh, Ten, , wate 
Dr ‘Aug 2%4at 3. 19, Bxchang 


Mosnis, James Henry, Lower 2, Bedding 
Manufacturer Aug Mats O > "Byrom st, Man- 


chester 
—— Epear, —— bw Maida Hill Aug 24 at 12 
ra. ey ae Ge Derby, Fish Merchant Aug 
P at 80 Gn Bee, 47, Full ord, Bak Aug 24 at 12 
ama nas, Orcop, Heref: er Aug 24 a 
2, Offa st, Hereford 


Sarrary, Henry a sp ~ Ricuarp, New og ye 
Trawler oon Aug 22 at 10 Off Rec, Mary's 


chmbrs, Gt 
a hye - p Commercial Traveller Aug 
at 11 Off Rec, Byrom st, 


pe. Joun Tuomas, . Innkeeper Aug 22 at 
. 11.30 x... 47, Full st, Derby heii 
prxcen, Isaac Wittiam, Leeds, Haginemen ug 

Bond st, Leeds 


Sraaxes, Haxoun, Thorne, Fruiterer, York Pet Aug 
27at12 Of lane, Shefliel4 


Conan, JosePn OMAS, —_ General 
Aug 24 Ne! chmbrs, gate row Chester 
Trvsow, Ext, Wi Kensington, Builder Aug 24 at 
12 


Unsworts, Rossat, Bolton, General|Hawker Aug 25 at 
8 19 . 

Warre, C. E. _— st, Finsbury Aug 25 at 12 Bankruptey 

Waanne, Jouw Wittiam, King’s Lyon, Norfolk, Builder 
Aug 22 at 1 Off Reo, 8, King st, Norwich 

i oo ee Plumber Aug 25 at 11 O@2 


Swansea. 
Weanen, Sec abbey rd, 8t John’s Wood, Musician 
Aug 2%atil Bankruptcy bilgs, Car-y st 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 


FUND, LIMITED. 


MOORGATE STEHRABT, LONDON, 
__ ESTA ABLISHED in 1891. 


0.0. 


EXCLUSIVE BUSINESS— LICENSED PROPERTY. 





SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 


X 830 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted 
supervision of the 


co oe er the direction and 








a Solute Insurance Clauses for inserting in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent 
application. 








744 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 





Aug. 22, 1908. 








Warrraxer, Tomas, Wollaston, Stourbridge, Licensed 
Victualler Aug 24 at 11 Off Rec, 199, Wolverhampton 


a Hanrazy, Wootlesford, York, Bootmaker Aug 
Matii Off Rec, 6, Bond ter, Wakefield 
Waneaae. Joux Wrutas, Ambleecote, nr Stourbridge, 
afford, Licensed Victualler Aug 24 at 12 Off Rec, 
199, Wolverhampton st, Dudley 
Yates, *Epwiw Harry, Clayton, Lancaster, Plumber Aug 
22 at 10.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
Aguisuaw, 8 W, tone, fietent, Boot Dealer - Stafford 
Pet July 2 Ord Aug 
Arrersory, Wriiian, Dartela, nr Barnsley, Grindstone 
Maker Barnsley Pet Aug8 Ord Aug8 
Barrett. Farpenwck Presswert, Sater Tailor Exeter 
Pet Augi10 Ord Aug 10 
Becxerr, Josrru Fourtats, Upwell, Isle of a: Eaaaeriage, 
Builder King’s I.ynn Pet Aug 7 Ord 
Busynam, Warrer, Waterloo rd, Usbridge, Coal Merchant 
Winisor Pet Aug8 Ord Aug 8 
Cammack, Atrrep, Horncastle, es Cyfle Dealer Lir- 
coln Pet Augil Ord Aug 11 
Cuavoer, Epwarp W114, Holbeton, Devon, Butcher 
Phmouth Pet July 25 Ord Aug 12 
Cuapwicx, Atsert Erxrat, Ilkeston, Derby, Greengrocer 
Pet Augll Ori Avngll 
Craytox, James Antuvr Morley, York, Mill Furnisher 
Dewsbury Pet Angil Ord Aug 11 
Connent, Rowiaxp Wiis, jun, Liverpool, Artificial 
anure Manufacturer Liverpool Pet June 16 Ord 


Aug 12 

Det, Fawest Hewary, Skirbeck Quarter, Lincs, Market 
Gardener Boston ‘Pet Aug it Ord Aug 11 

Exxine, Sipwey, Morgans Vale, Downton, Wilts, Butcher 
and Dealer Salisbury Pet June 17 Ord Ang 12 

Feerpamax, Loris, Edgware rd, House Furnicher High 
Court Pet July 10 Ord Aug 11 

Fyyx, Newexnam Wiont, Great Crosbv, Lancs, Ware- 
houseman Liverpool Pet Aug10 Ord Aug 12 

Gagyerr, Witiiam Trrerie. Bradford, Electric Cable 
Manufacturer Boadford Pet Augi2 Ord Aug 12 

Grover. Frayx Louis, Loughborough, Tailor Leicester 
Pet Avg10 Ord Aug 10 

Grayt, Joun Mactaacaat, Stonebridge pk, Willesden 
Merchant High Court Pet Mev 30 Ord Aug8 

Hatt, Tuomas Harry, ard Josern Hart, Newcastle under 
Lyme, Coal Dealers Hanley Pet Augi Ord Aug 10 

Haat, Eaxest Ararat AcocksGreen, Worcester, Commer- 
cial Traveller Birmingham Pet July 15 Ord Aug '! 

Hises, Grorcr. Margate, Contractor Conterbury Pet 
July 27 Ord Aug il 

Houmeserys, Evzanor, Bournemouth, Ladies’ Outfitter 
Poodle P-tAugil Ord Augill 

Hype, Grorce Witisam, Cropthorne, nr Pershore, Wor- 
cester, Labourer Worcester Pet Augi2 Ord Aug 12 

Leavoip, Freperck Airrep, Great Yarmouth, Hawker 

Great Varmouth Pet Augi10 Ord Aug 10 

Luutugy, Reatxavp. Richmond av, Willesden Green, Assis- 
tant Master High Court Pet July 17 Ord Aug8 

Mutumetor, Tuomas Asucrort, Leigh, Lancs, Wholesale 

st Bolton Pet Augi0 Ord Aug 10 

Misett, Mowracve, Manchester, Dealer Works of Art 
Manchester Pet. July 28 Ord Aug 12 

Nicnouius, Jouxn Woop, and Harry Beavwont James, 
Upper Caterham, Surrey, Builders Croydon Pet June 
2 Ord Ang 10 

Pagxinsoys, Heeneert Josern, a. Cigar Merchant 
Bradford Pet July 25 Ord Aug 

Pennect, Vaxe Huncerrorp, Gast < at St John’s Wood 


High Court Pet Dec2t Ord Aug 12 

Powrr, Paraicx, Woolford, Nurseryman Edmonton 
Pet Aug5 Ord Aug7 

Roserts, Owen, Talysarn. Goer Engine Driver 


Bangor Pet Aug 12 Ord Aug 12 

Rowsottrom, Epwix, Lockwood, a gaan Draper 
Huddersfield Pet Augil Ord Aug it 

Suirn, Isaac ALrFRen, ie 
Nottingham Pet Aug11 Ord Aug 11 

Spsuxcea, Isaac Wittiam, Leeds, Engineman Leeds Pet 
Augll Ord Aug li 

Srasverxs, Eomuxp Joseru, Camberwell New rd, Architect 
High Court Pet July 16 Ord Aug 10 

Tinsow, Ex1, Warwick rd, Kensington, Builder High Court 
Pet Avgi0 Ord Aug 10 

Tuaxer, Witt1AM, West Bromwich, Beer Retailer West 
Bromwich Pet Aug 10 Ord Aug 10 

Unswortn, Rozert, Bolton, ——~ og General Hawker 
Bolton Pet Aug 11 Ord Augi 

Weiss, Atraxp Epwanp, East Dulwich High Court Pet 
May 22 Ord Aug 10 

Wanner, Tarovore, Abbey rd, St John’s Wood, Musician 
High Court Pet Aug8 Ord Aug 8 

Wioxnam, Epwarp Peers, Old Catton, Norwich Norwich 
Pet May9 Ord Aug 8 

Witxixsox, Harry, Woodlesford, yom. Bootmaker 
Wakefield Pet Aug10 Ord Aug 10 

—-* Epwis Harry, Clayton, Lancs, Plumber Ashton 

—o Pet July 24 Ord Aug 11 
ndon Gazette.—TURSDAY, ae. 18. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 

Ayrnony, Jouyx Carpines, Wimpole, Cambridge, Farmer 
Cam Pet Aug 13 Ord’ A Aug 

Broapsawk, Cates Grorar, Ashford Kent, House Decor- 
ator Canterbury Pet Augl4 Ord Aug 14 


Joiner 


Burrerworts, Mary Ex.ex, Rochdale, Draper Rochdale 
Pet Aug 13 Ord Aug 13 
Cayo, Groner, Staindrop, Durham, Wood Leader 


-on-Tees Pet July 31 Ord Aug 12 
Cairrinetos, Acnes, Bradford, Milliner Bradford Pet 
Augi3 Ord Aug 13 
Cowar, Joszru, Newton Heath, Rees, Plumber 
hester Pet ee Ord’ Aug 14 
Davis, H, Church st ever rd, Draper High Court 
Pet a Ord Aug 14 
Daw. Ava Ceciita, Newport, Mon, a of Wallpapers 
N , Mon Pet Aug 15 Ord Ai Aug 1 
Dickmsox, James HaeGereaves, Vitoria. st, Engineer 
Court Pet July 15 Ord’ Aug 14 
Dowrztty, F. B. Queensborough ter, Hyde Park High 
Court Pet Mari9 Ord Aug 14 





Dysart, Hersert Craaces, Shirley, Southampton, Builder — 
Southampton Pet Aug13 Ord Aug 13 

Firsetc, Waurer Nixox, Friday st, Lace Agent High 
Court Pet July7 Ord Aug 14 

Forrest, Martraew, Hartington Town Quarter, Derby, 

Farmer Burton-on-Trent Pet Augi4 Ord Augl4 

Hare, Arruur, Folkestone Comedian High Court Pet 
Aug 14 Ord Aug 14 

Hoaviey, Hasry, Sosemnane, Surrey High Court Pet 
July 16 Ord Aug 1 

Honsoy, Cuaruzs Senicde. Copthall av, , rn Agent 
High Court Pet July 22 Ord Aug 14 

Hucues, Epwarp. Rushton, Staffs, Licensed Victualler 
Macclesfield Pet Aug13 Ord Aug 13 

Javews, James Joszrn, Carlton, Notts Nottingham Pet 
Aug 13 Ord Aug 13 

Joxes, Epenezer, Cwmbach, ante, Innkeeper Aber- 
dare Pet July 24 Ord Aug 1 

Jones. Ervest, Preeagweene, hag Chirk, Salop, Builder 
Wrexham Pet Augi4 Ord Auglé 

Laoas, I H, Sale, Chester, Cycle D Manchester Ord 

ug 13 

Loakes, Priscrtta, Sertmeorpton, Grocer Northampton 
Pet Ang12 Ord Aug 12 

Marrarws, Georor, Acocks Green. Worcester. Commercial 
Traveller Birmingham Pet July 15 Ord Aug 14 

Nerpnam, Josepn, Gainsborough, House Agent Lincoln 
Pet Ang 14 Ord Aug 14 

Roparne, Tromas, Birmingham. ems Builder Birming- 
ham Pet Aug 15 Ord Au 

Se.icuax, A M, Ashburn pl, éadhate High Court 
Pet June2 Ord Aug 13 

Tayror. Marte Marta, Folkestone, Draper Canterbury 
Pet Jnly 16 Ord Aug 15 

Tuomas, Caartes Wituiam, and Tom Epcar Mivye, Sal- 
ford, Lancs, Job and Fent Dealers Salford Pet Aug 
14 Ord Ang 14 

Witiiams, Jouw Natuanigi, Bristol Bristol Pet July 29 
Ord Aug 13 

Winter, Farpericx Grorce, Great Grimsby, Motor Agent 
Great Grimsby Pet Aug 15 Ord Aug 15 

FIRST MEETINGS. 

Arressury, Wir.am, Darfield, nr Parnsley, Yorks, 
Practical Scythstone Maker Aug 26 at 10.30 Off Rec, 
7. Regent st, Barnsley 

Burayuam, Water, Waterloo rd, Uxbridge, Coal Merchant 
Aug 2% at3 14, Bedford row, London 

Burrerwortsu. Mary Even, Rochdale, Draper Aug 28 at 
1115 Town hall, Rochdale 

Cammack, ALrrep, Horncastle, Lincoln. Cycle Dealer Aug 
27 at 12 Off Rec, 31. Silver at, Lincoln 

Cuirrrxetox, Aawrs, Bradford. * Milliner Aug 27 at 11 
Off Ree, 12, Duke st, Bradford 

Cowar, Josren. Newton Heath, Manchester, Plumber 
Aug 26 at 3.39 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Davis, H, Church st, Rdgware rd, Draper Aug 26 at 1 
Bankruptcy blags. Carey st 

De.., Eavest Henny, Skirbeck Quarter, Lines, Market 
Gardener Sept 2 at 2.15 Off Reo, 4 and 6, West at, 


m 

Dicxissow, James Haroreaves, —. st, Engineer 
Aug 28 at1 Bankruptey bldgs, Care 

Downetty, J B, Queensborough ter, Hyde Park Aug 27 at 
1 Bankruptey bldgs, Carey st 

Dvyerr, Hexsert Cranes, Shirley, Southampton, Builder 
Aug 26 at 11.30 Midland Bank chmbrs, High st, 
Southampton 

Earpiey, Bertram Coorgr, Burslem, Plumber Aug 26 at 
3.30 Off Ree, King st, Newcastle, Staffordshire 

Garnett, Wri11aM Tearect, Bradford. Electric Cable 
Manufacturer Aug 26 at 11 Off Rec, 12, Duke st, 
Brafford 

Hare, Aeruvr. Folkestone, Comedian Aug 23 at 12 
Bankruptcy bldg-, Carey at 

Hines, Grorce, Margate, Contractor Aug 27 at 11 Off 
Ree, 684. Castle st, Canterbury 

Hoapvry, Harry, Haslen ere, Surrey Aug 28atil Bank- 
rupt-y bldgs, Carey st 

Jones, Esenezer, Cwmbach, Aberdare, Glam, Innkee 
Aug 28 at11 Off Rec. Post Office chmbrs, Pontypridd 

LEAVOLD, FREDERICK x + Great Yarmouth, Hawker 
Aug 26 at3 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Loakes, Prisciut.a, Northamp‘on, sommes Aug 26 at 12 
Off Rec 32, Bridge st, Northamp 

Ma.cotm, Epwarp Sethe meng Fremington, Devon, 
Aug 26 at 3.15 94, High st, 

Martin, Wituiam Arrsur, prseene 1d, _ AR Butcher 
Aug 27 at 83 14, Bedford ro 

Moroan, Jouw Price, Crouch Eod, Beer Retailer Aug 26 








at 12 Bankruptcy b bld ga, Carey st 


Moser, Ondutorre Anronta, Strand Aug 27 atll Bank. 
ruptey Carey at 
| Nexon — House Agent Aug 27 at 
Of Hed, St eS Lincoln 
| Soon, Do yer ye ns, Mowhant Aug 26 at 3 


Manchester. 
snugwar kd vara Bl pl, Kensington Aug 2 at 13 
Srivrom, Hevny, Stoke 2 Herefordshire, Farm 
Iabourer Aug 27 at 11 Off Reo, 11, Co at, 
Worcester 
ADJUDICATIONS. 


Ayrnowy, Joan Cansives, Wimpole, Cambridge, Farmer 
bridge Pet Augi3 Ord Aug 13 
Bamrorp, Jouxn Henry, Rugby, Boot Dealer Coventry 
Pet July4 Ord-Aug 12 
Bareer, Doveras Cuaries, Furrier High Court Pet 
May 16 Ord Aug 13 
| Beaca, Cuarcas, Argyle eam, Builder Brentford 
Pet Jan Ord A 
Baoavsayk, enee +. Ashford, Kent, House 
Decorator Canterbury Pet Augi4 Ord Aug 14 
Bropie, Joux Matootm, Jonw Srvoxty OCovurrre, and 
von James Lawrence Lixp, Great Tower st, Wine 
Merchants High Conrt Pet June4 Ord Aug 15 
Brows, Joux, Hol! bir ne Accountant High Court 
Pet June 11 Ord Aug 14 
Burrerwortn, Mary Extex, Rochdale, Draper Rochdale 
Pet Augi13 Ord Aug 13 
Cayortt, Grorcr, Staindrop, Durham, General 
Contractor Stockton-on-Tee<« Pet July 31 Ord Aug 
Curprrnatox, Aoyes. Bradford, Milliner Bradford 4 
Aug13 Ord 4ug 8 
Cowap, Josgsru, Newton Be Manchester, Plumber 
Manchester Pet Av Ord Aug 14 
Daw, —~y Cerorria, on Mon, Retailer of Wall. 
paper ray Mon Pet Augi5 Ord Aug , 
Dovetas, "RE. G reat St — Shipbroker High Court 
Pet June 2 "Ord Avg 
Dysgrt, Herpert pone A, Athirley. Ronthemgtan, Builder 
Southampton Pet Ang13 Ord Aug! 
Earpiey, Bersraam Cooper, Burslem, Staffs, Plumber 
Hanley Pet July2 Ord Aug 14 
Exvey, Anravus, Fastcbeap, Tea and Coffee Dealer High 
Court Pet July 9 Out Aug 8 
Forrest, Matruew, Hartington Town Quarter, Derby, 
Farmer Burton on Trent Pet Augi4 Ord Aurl4 
Foutkes. Henry Crrssweit, Finsbury pavement House, 
Builder High Court Pet. Aprilé Ord Aug 14 
Gaireirus, Joun Owe, CHT Grocer Middles. 
brough Pet Augi2 Ord Aug! 
Haase, Aetsvue, Folkestone, Comedian High Court Pet 
Aug il4 Ord Aug 14 
Hueses, Eowaap, Rushton, Stafford, Heenest Victualler 
Macclesfield Pet Aug 13 Ord Aug 
Javens, James Josern, Carlton, Mores ‘Nottingham Pet 
Aug 13 Ord Aug 18 


Jonrs. Kawest, * mr ak, Salop, Builder 
Wrex Pet Augi4 Ord Aug 14 
Kiex, Harry, Live: Hairdresser Liverpool Pet July 
rd Aug 14 


Loaxts, Priscitta, Northampton, Grocer Northampton 
Pet Aug12 Ord Aug 12 

Martin, Witu1am Anrnous, Ivydene rd, Dalston, Butcher 
Edmonton Pet Aug8 Ord Aug 12 

Mines, Epwarp, Liverpool, Estate Developer Liverpool 





Pet June 25 Ord Aug 11 
Morgax, Joun Price, Crouch ry Beer Retailer High 
Negpuam, Josuen, 

Pet Aug 14 te Aug 14 

Birming- 
Pet Aug 15 

Szymour. Wriuam Artuor, New Bond st, Cigarette Mer- 
Sparier Frepeeick Seite, Mincing In High Court Pet 

April 14 Ord Aug 1 


Court Pet July 24 Ord A 
7 Gains! eg House Agent Lincoln 
Respaun, SS Taomas, Bir ham, Jobbing B 
chant High Court Pet June 1 Aug 18 
Story, James, and Lxsnoss Waexrenerss, Portobello 
Not# Hill, High 





4 ¥ru 

Court Pet July 3 Ord Aug 12 

Tomas, Cuartes Wittiam. and Tom Epoar Mite, 
Salford, ag Job and Fent Dealers Salford Pet 
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Current Topics. 


The Draft Land Transfer Rules and Fee Order. 

Tae LAND Registry have issued a memorandum, which we 
print elsewhere, on the draft General Rules and Fee Order. It 
explains that the proposed increase in fees, which will be very 
burdensome in many cases, is intended to make the income of 
the office cover its expenses. In itself this is no doubt a 
sufficiently laudable object, but the reason is perhaps hardly 
compatible with the reduction of fees for registration of absolute 
titles. The draft rules and the fee order are, as the memorandum 
states, closely connected, and are to be regarded as a single 
whole ; but so regarded, their object, as we have already pointed 
out, is to force all land-owners to produce their titles in the 
registry, whether they register with absolute titles or no, and 
the effect will be to increase enormously the burden of the 
registry ; this at the very time when a Royal Commission is 
about to inquire into the existing system of registration. 


The New Statutes. 

WE COMMENCE printing this week the statutes of the past 
session. The total number of public Acts which received the 
Royal assent, and which have been issued, is forty. A few of 
these are important measures, though the results of the legislative 
year cannot be fully appraised till after the autumn session. The 
Agricultural Holdings Act (c. 28) and the Small Holdings and 
Allotments Act (c. 36) are both consolidating Acts, which were 
much needed. In the course of successive amendments the law on 


' these matters had been allowed to fall into great confusion. The 
| Small Holdings and Allotments Act, 1907, grafted as it was on 


to the Allotments Acts, 1887 and 1890, and the Small Holdings 
Act, 1892, was a signal example of a legislative puzzle. Of other 
statutes those of special legal interest are the Prosecution of 
Offences Act (c. 3), which eeparates the offices of Director of Public 
Prosecutions and of Treasury Solicitor ; and the Costs in Criminal 
Cases Act (c. 15), which introduces uniform rules with regard 
to the payment of such costs, and repeals a large number of 
statutory provisions on the subject. ‘The only measure of social 
change is the Old Age Pensions Act (c. 40), which, however, 
with its possibil.ties for the future, as well in the way of benefits 
as of burdens, is sufficient to signalize the session. 


Minor Amendments of the Law. 

THE REMAINING statutes are amending statutes, deal- 
ing in general with minor difficulties which have arisen 
in the operation of existing statutes. . The Patents and 
Designs Act (c. 4) declares that section 92 (2) of the 


‘Act of 1907 shall not make the decision of a High Court 


judge final as to the revocation of a patent. e Fatal 
Accidents (Damages) Act (c. 7) excludes insurance moneys from 
being taken into account in the assessment of es under 
Lord CAMPBELL’s Act. The Wild Birds Protection Act (ec. 11) 
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prohibits under penalties the taking of wild birds by means of 
a hook or other similar instrument. The Companies Act (c. 12) 
empowers colonial companies to hold land in the United King- 
dom. The Registration Act (c. 23) alters the time for notice of 
appeal from a revising barrister’s decision. The Naval Marriages 
Act (c. 26) allows banns to be published on board his Majesty’s 
ships. The Married Women’s Property Act (c. 27) makes a 
married woman having separate property liable for the main- 
tenance of her parents. The Friendly Societies Act (c. 32) 
makes numerous alterations in the Friendly Societies Act, 1896. 
The Telegraph (Construction) Act (c. 33) confers on the Post- 
master-General further powers for constructing telegraphic lines 
where the consent of proprietors of land is refused. And the 
Endowed Schools (Masters) Act.(c. 39) alters the tenure of office 
of masters of endowed schools so as to remove the difficulty 
revealed by Wright v. Marquis of Zetland (1908, 1 K. B. 63), 


The County Court Statistics. 

A BLUE BOOK which has just been issued contains the statistics 
of the work in the county courts for 1907. These shew that 
the vast majority of the plaints entered are for small sums. The 
plaints entered under £20 were 1,256,415 ; up to £50 the figure 
dropped to 13,083 ; from £50 to £100 it was 2,409 ; and in 573 
cases sums above £100 were claimed. Of the actions tried only 
887 were determined with a jury, and without a jury 835,642. 
As might be expected, the county court is essentially a plaintiff's 
conrt. In only 7,669 cases was there judgment for the 
defendant. In 423,871 there was judgment for the plaintiff 
on hearing ; in 324,803 there was the same result by consent 
or admission; and in other ways a further 80,150 stood 
to the credit of plaintiffs. The total amount for which plaints 
were entered was £3,759,970, and the judgments obtained in 
respect of debts exclusively came to £2,016,020, and costs, 
£198,149. The warrants of commitment issued were 146,075, 
but of these only 9,214 resulted in actual imprisonment. The 
statistics on this last head distinguish (1) debtors who pay, or are 
released without imprisonment; (2) imprisoned debtors who 
pay, or are released before the expiration of their term ; and (3) 
imprisoned debtors who serve their full term, And these figures, 
which are given in detail for all the circuits, continue to shew 

eat variations between the circuits. These are in some cases 

ue, no doubt, to the number and habits of the population. 
Country circuits might be expected not to produce so much im- 
prisonment as town circuits. But this is not universally true. 
Cardiff, for instance, has an extremely light imprisoned debtors 
list. The figures should furnish useful material for the com- 
mittee which is inquiring into the subject. 


Small Holdings. 

THE REPORT of the Small Holdings Commissioners for the 
six months ending June 30th, which has just been issued, shews 
that considerable progress has been made in bringing the scheme 
of the Small Holdings and Allotments Acts, 1907, into operation. 
County councils are required to appoint Small Holdings and 
Allotments Committees, and this has been done in each case. 
Several counties also have exercised the right of co-opting non- 
members of the council on the committee, and in most cases 
local sub-committees have been appointed, consisting 
of members of the committee, with the addition of repre- 
sentatives of the minor local authorities and other persons 
interested. Altogether over 19,000 persons have applied 
for small holdings to an aggregate extent exceed- 
ing 300,000 acres, and the applicants are stated to possess 
an amount of capital in excess of what was anticipated. In 
Cheshire, for instance, 180 applicants had between them £26,895, 
and this was before unsuitable applicants had been rejected. 
The extent to which applicants have been accepted varies in 
different parts of the country. In the Isle of Wight practically 
the whole of the applicants were regarded as likely to prove 
suitable tenants, and in Cambridgeshire 673 out of 865 were 
approved. In other counties a narrower view has been takenof the 
scope of the statute, and the Board of Agriculture has requested 
the councils concerned to reconsider any applications which 
may have been rejected on inadequate grounds. The com- 
missioners express their great appreciation of the public spirit 


which has been displayed by many of the members and officers 
of the councils, and of the time, energy, and trouble which they 
are devoting to the administration of the Act. Up to the end of 
June the board had received seventeen schemes for the provision 
of small holdings, thirteen of which bad been approved. In 
general the land affected was to be acquired by voluntary agree- 
ment, but an application for a compulsory order was submitted 
by Carmarthen. The total amount of land already acquired 
under the Act of 1907 is some 2,000 acres, and since the Act 
about 1,000 acres have been let in small holdings outside its 
provisions. 


The Old Age Pensions Act. 


THE LocaL Government Board have issued the regulations 
which are to be observed by local pension committees. Under 
section 12 of the Old Age Pensions Act, 1908, no pension is to 
begin to accrue till the 1st of January, 1909, but before that date 
it will be necessary for claims to pensions to be made and to be 
determined. The statutory conditions for the receipt of a pension 
are (1) that the person must have attained the age of seventy ; 
(2) that for at least twenty years he must have been a 
British subject, and have resided in the United Kingdom ; and 
(3) that his yearly means shall not exceed £31 10s. Section 
3 enumerates the disqualifications for a pension. These 
are, shortly, (1) the receipt of poor relief; (2) habitual 
failure, before becoming entitled to a pension, “to work 
according to his ability, opportunity, and need, for the 
maintenance or benefit of himself and those legally dependent 
upon him”; (3) detention as a lunatic ; and (4) imprisonment 
and for a period of ten years after release. The authorities to 
determine claims to pensions are the local pension committee, 
the central pension authority, and the pension officers. Every 
borough or urban district with a population of over 20,000, 
and every county will have a local pension committee, appointed 
by the council of the borough, district, or county, and the 
committee may appoint sub-committees and delegate its powers, 
The central pension authority is the Local Government Board, 
and the pension officers will be appointed by the Treasury. 
Claims to pensions are to be made through the Post Office, 
and they will be decided by the local pension committee, 
who will first refer the claim for report and inquiry to the pen- 
sion officer. On receipt of his report, and after obtaining any 
further necessary information, the committee will consider the 
case and give their decision upon it. But the pension officer and 
any person aggrieved may appeal to the central pension 
authority. The regulations which have been issued provide for 
the making of claims and for inquiry into and decision upon 
them. Where the decision should, in the: opinion of the com- 
mittee on the material before them, be adverse to the claimant, 
they are to give him a chance of being heard. Within seven 
days of the decision there may be an appeal, but after that period 
it is to be final, and if an appeal is made the decision of the 
Local Government Board will be final: see section 7 (2). The 
committees may have regard not only to strictly legal evidence 
such as would be admissible in a court of Jaw, but to any such 
evidence as is in the opinion of the committee sufficient for the 
purpose, and is the best information which it is reasonably 
possible to obtain. =~] 


Copyright in Letters of Deceased Authors. 


A DECISION of interest and importance with regard to the copy- 
right in letters has recently been delivered by the First Chamber 
of the Tribunal of the Seine. Madame Hemon, the representa- 
tive of ProspER MERIMEE, the distinguished author, brought her 
action against M. CHAMBON to restrain him from inserting in a 
volume about to be published by him sixty letters of Prosper 
MerImMée which had never previously been published. The 
French law with regard to the copyright in letters resembles 
that in England, and it will be remembered that in Macmillan 
v. Dent (1906, 1 Ch. 101 ; 1907, 1 Ch. 107) the Court of Appsal, 
affirming Kexewica, J., held that, although at common law 
the writer of a letter and his legal personal representatives are 
entitled to prevent its publication, and this is a right of property, 





yet the copyright in a letter published after the death of the writer 
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is vested by the Copyright Act, 1842, in the proprietor of the 
letter itself—i.c., of the paper and the writing upon it. No 
question of preventing the publication of the letters on the 
ground that they were private and confidential wa; raised 
in the French court; the chief point discussed appears 
to have been whether the author in the particular case 
had abandoned his proprietary right in the letters to the public. 
The judgment of the court declares that, although the property 
of the manuseript in letters belongs to the receiver, the literary 
property in the composition of such letters belongs to the author 
during his life and to his representatives for fiftv years after 
his death ; from which it follows that they cannot be published 
during this period without his consent or that of his representa- 
tives; vet this property may be abandoned by the author either 
expressly or by necessary implication. The judgment then 
comments upon the fact that in none of the Jetters or writings of 
the author is there any evidence of an intention on his part that 
his letters should be collected and published. He kept no copies 
of his letters, and thereby disabled himself from exercising any 
rights of authorship with regard to them. In appointing a 
literary executor he makes no reference to his letters, and does 
not in any way mention them -in his will, though this will 
contains a number of bequests of the most trifling articles. The 
court were, therefore, of opinion that he had no intention of 
preserving his literary property in the letters, and they gave 
judgment for the defendant. The question whether letters, like 
public speeches, can be given to all the world so as to prevent 
the writer or his representatives from restricting their publication, 
does not appear to have been considered in the English courts. 








Extension of the Term of a Patent. 


THE case of Johnson’s Patent, decided by Mr. Justice PARKER on 
the 3lst of July, is an interesting one for two reasons. First, on 
account of its being the first decision in England on a petition 
for extension of the term of a patent under section 18 of the 
Patents and Designs Act, 1907, although there was a case under 
the same section decided by the Court of Session in Scotland a 
short time before. Secondly, because the learned judge laid 
down certain principles of considerable importance applying to 
cases of this nature. He said at starting that the Court must 
have regard to the nature and merits of the invention in 
relation to the public, to the profits made by the patentee as 
such, and to all the circumstances of the case ; and that it was 
only when the value of the disclosure made to the public by the 
patentee in his specification largely exceeds the benefit derived 
by him from his invention, that the patentee can be said to have 
been inadequately remunerated. For the purpose of determining 
the nature and value of the disclosure, novelty and subject- 
matter, though not in issue, were material: “for without 
considering what was already known.at the date of the patent 
it is impossible to arrive at any adequate conception of the 
nature of the disclosure made by the patentee, and in the same 
way the value of this disclosure to the public cannot be 
altogether independent of the extent of inventive ingenuity 
required to arrive at the thing disclosed.” 

The learned judge stated that it was the duty of the 
petitioner at the outset to bring to the notice of the Court 
all that may in any way affect the judgment of the Court in 
these matters, but, as a general rule, if the petitioner makes 
out a primi facie case in respect of novelty and subject- 
matter, the Court need not investigate the matter further. In 
the case under notice, the learned judge held that, under the cir- 
cumstances, what the patentee disclosed in his specification was 
not of such great value to the public as the patentee contended ; 
and he further held that the patentee could not be said to have 
been inadequately remunerated, having regard to the nature 
and character of his invention. On these grounds the petition 
was refused. Onthe question of the patentee’s remuneration the 
learned judge said that(1) profits on his corresponding foreign 
patents as well as on his English patents must be taken into 
account ; and (2) some allowance ought properly to be made 
for profits, which, though not yet received, would in all probability 





be received in respect of both the English and the foreign patents 
before their expiration. 

Bat the learned judye went,on to make some observations on 
three other aspects of the case. In the first place, he considered 
that the reasons given by the petitioner for not bringing his 
invention prominently before British manufacturers were-not at 
all satisfactory, and he added that it is incumbent on a 
petitioner, when coming to the Court under section 18, to prove 
that he has done all that a patentee could do to launch his 
invention on the British market, Another aspect the learned 
judge dealt with as follows :—“It happens in the present case 
that the petitioner applied for a patent to protect bis invention 
in Germany, but did not obtain one, partly, at any rate, 
because of a prior German patent which had been brought 
forward as an anticipation. It. may well be that the prior 
patent did not in reality anticipate the petitioner's invention, 
but it was in my opinion the duty of the petitioner to state 
these facts in his petition, referring to the alleged anticips- 
tion and giving such explanation as he might consider 
possible or desirable. It ought not to be left to some 
opponent to bring out such facts as these. Neglect to 
state a fact which is within the petitioner’s knowledge, and 
which it is obviously material that the Court should also know, 
is not consistent with the candour and good faith always required 
of a petitioner for extension of a patent.” 

The last aspect dealt with was this: “I desire to say that when 
the Comptroller opposes the extension of a patent on the ground 
that the traders of this country will, if this patent be prolonged, 
be put at disadvantage compared with the traders of some 
other country or countries, the Court ought to be supplied with 
proper statistics or other information as to the nature and extent 
of the competition which is feared. The Court would, in my 
opinion, do injustice in refusing a petition on any such ground 
merely because of some suggestion made in argument or in the 
course of cross-examiniog a witness whose attention has not been 
directed to the particular point. It is impossible to tell, on the 
evidence before me, whether there is really any competition 
between English and foreign manufacturers of pig iron and steel 
either in English or other markets, much less the extent or 
keenness of such competition, if any. The facts, if relied on, 
should be proved in the usual way.” These last three points dealt 
with are all of considerable practical importance ; and are all 
three, but especially the second, deserving of the careful attention 
of practitioners. 








Correspondence. 


The Land Transfer Commission. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.] 


Sir,—It is much to be feared that the public and the Law Society. 
as representing the profession, have again (to use a popular if vulgar 
term) “been done” in the matter of the Land Transfer Acts. 

In your issue of the 8th inst. you express the view that the sco 
of the inquiry should have been extended. I think there is no doubt 
whatever that it should have been considerably extended, and I can- 
not understand why the Council of the Law Society did not press for 
its extension. The terms of the reference are “To. consider and 
report upon the working of the Land Transfer Acts, and whether 
any amendments are desirable.” Is there not great danger that a 
recommendation for abolition of the compulsory system (the 
only real remedy) might be held to be outside these terms? It 
seems to me such danger is very real. The subject was referred 
to at the Law Society's meeting on April 10th last, when 
the vice-president stated that the terms of reference were not known 
to the Council—a very curious admission. If the ignorance of the 
Council continued to exist until the date when the terms were dis- 
closed to the public, this may account for the limited scope of the 
inquiry, and it is not too much to say that the result may prove to 
be most deplorable when the report is fortheoming. If the Council 
did not do all in their powér to obtain the enlargement of the terms 
of reference, I venture to say they were tly to blame. I am 
driven to the conclusion that the terms of the inquiry have been 
deliberately framed in this restricted manner in the interests of 
officials and the supporters of this wretched system. 

J. RowLanp Hopwoop. 

13, South-square, Gray’s-inn, Aug. 25. 
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the construction of section 8 of the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906 
-—-namely, whether in the event of a man dying from a disease which is 
a sequela of any of the industrial diseases specified in the third 
schedule to the Act it has to be established that the industrial disease 
is either the proximate or ultimate cause of the death, or whether 
this is to be assumed in the absence of evidence to the contrary. The 
facts, as stated in the judgment of the Master of the Rolls, were as 
follows :—Haylett was a painter, and had worked for many years for 
Messrs. Crabtree. For three or four days last August he worked for 
Messrs. Vigor. In September there were signs of “ plumbism.”’ He 
was removed to a hospital on the 25th of September, but all traces 
of plumbism had before that date passed away. He died on the 2nd of 
October. His dependents claimed compensation under section 8 of the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906. The material portions of that 
section are as follows :—‘‘8. (1) Where (i.) the certifying surgeon 
° certifies that the workman is suffering from a disease men- 
tioned in the third schedule to this Act . . or (iii.) the death of 
a workman is caused by any such disease, and the disease is due to the 
nature of any employment in which the workman was employed at any 
time within the twelve months previous to the date of the disablement 
or suspension, whether under one or more employers, he or his depen- 
dents shall be entitled to compensation under this Acc as if the disease 
or such suspension as aforesaid were a personal injury by accident 
arising out of and in the course of that employment. . . . (2) If 
the workman at or immediately before the date of the disablement or 
suspension was employed in any process mentioned in the second column 
of the third schedule to this Act, and the disease contracted is the 
disease in the first column of that schedule set opposite the description 
of the process, the disease, except where the certifying surgeon certifies 
that, in his opinion, the disease was not due to the nature of the 
employment, shall be deemed to have been due to the nature of that 
employment, unless the employer proves the contrary.’’ In the third 
schedule in the first column, ‘‘ Description of Disease,’’ there appear, 
inter alia, ‘‘ Lead poisoning or its sequelae,’’ and in the second column, 
‘‘ Description of Process,’’ ‘‘ Any process involving the use of lead or 
its preparations or compounds.’’ The learned county court judge 
found (1) that the immediate cause of death was granular kidney; (2) 
that granular kidney is a sequela of lead poisoning, but is also a 
sequela of gout, of alcoholism, heart pressure, and other complaints ; 
and (3) that lead poisoning was not proved to have been the cause of 
the granular kidney or of the death, but that, on the other hand, the 
employers did not prove that it was not the cause of death. Upon 
this finding the learned county court judge held that the applicants 
had established their right to compensation, and awarded £260 against 
Messrs. Crabtree. Against this decision Messrs. Crabtree appealed. 
Tue Court (Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and FaRwett and KENNeEpDy, 
L.JJ.) allowed the appeal. 
Cozens-Harpy, M.R.—The question turns upon the true construction 
of section 8, sub-sections (1) and (2), and, so far as I am aware, this is 
the first case in which that section has been considered in this court. 
Now the section has no application unless Haylett’s death was “‘ caused 
by ’’ a “‘ disease mentioned in the third schedule.’’ The material words in 
the third schedule are ‘‘lead poisoning or its sequelae.’’ In my 
opinion these words have no operation unless it is established to the 
satisfaction of the county court judge that lead poisoning was either 
the proximate or the ultimate cause of death. It is not sufficient that 
death was caused by something which may in some cases be a sequela 
of lead poisoning, but may also be a sequela of gout or alcoholism. 
In short, it van, A proved that death was a consequence of lead poison- 
ing in the case of this particular individual, not necessarily a direct or 
immediate consequence, but at least a remote consequence. Now all 
that is proved is that Haylett died of granular kidney. That does not 
suffice to bring the case within the operation of the section. But it 
was argued that sub-section 2 enlarges the scope of the section, and 
throws upon the employer the burden of proof. I am unable to follow 
the argument. That sub-section presupposes death caused by a disease 
mentioned. in the third schedule, and in no way alters the operation of 
sub-section (1). When once it has been proved that death was caused 
by lead poisoning or its sequelae in the sense in which those words 
must be interpreted, then the burden of proof is thrown upon the 
employers of the deceased painter to make out that the death was not 
due to the nature of the employment at the date of the disablement. 
It.was under this sub-section that Messrs. Vigor, who were Haylett’s 
last employers, were relieved from responsibility by the learned county 
court judge. This sub-section does not create a liability. Its only use 
is to saddle the liability upon the proper person. It deals only with 
evidence, and it has no effect whatever until the applicant has brought 
the case within the operation of the earlier part of the seation. For 
these reasons, with the utmost — to the very careful and learned 
county court judge, _— —_ a different view, I am of opinion that the 
ought to be allowed. 
"Seaaes and Kennepy, L.JJ., delivered judgments to the same 
effect.—CounseL, Simon, K.C., and Mellor; C. A. Russell, K.C., and 
Harold Morris. Soticrrors, Wm. Hurd & Son; Shaen, Roscoe, & Co. 
[Reported by J. 1. Stiguine, Barrister-at- Law. | 








Legal News. 
Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolutions. 
JoHn SPENCER CHAPMAN and FRANK CHAPMAN, solicitors (Spencer 
Chapman & Co.), 3, Southampton-street, Bloomsbury-square, London. 


Aug. 11. 





_ CHARLES WILLIAM Kitson, HENRY TIREMAN MACKENZIE, and 
GEORGE HAWKINS HExt, solicitors (Kitsons, Mackenzie, & Hext), 
Torquay. June 30. 

WILLIAM HENRY SALTWELL, JOHN TrYON, and CHARLES HERBERT 
CALEY SALTWELL, solicitors (Saluwell, Tryon, & Saltwell), 1, Stone- 
buildings, Linevln’s-ina, London. Dee. 31, 1907. 

_ GkorGe CLINCH and Francis Josera ToLuvurst, solicitors (Tolhurst, 
Son, & Clinch), Gravesend. Aug. 8. (Gazette, Aug. 14, 


General. 


__ On the 17th inst., at the Mansion House, the London and Eastern 
1 rading Co., Ltd., of 102, Fenchurch-street, were summoned for an 
infringement of the Joint Stock Companies Acts in failing to send to 
the Registrar of Joint Stock Companies an annual list of shareholders 
and other particulars required by statute. The default, it was alleged, 
continued for 152 days. The secretary of the company attended, and 
admitted the infringement. Sir George Faudel-Phillips imposed a fine 
of £15 4s., being 2s. per day for the 152 days in default, and £1 1s, 
costs, which was paid. At Old-street, on the same day, the National 
Furnishing Co., of 223 and 225, Whitechapel-road, was summoned for 
not making a return of the list of shareholders of the company. Mr. 
Cluer imposed a fine of 2s. 6d. a day for 162 days—£20 5s.—and 
allowed ten guineas costs in addition. 

A classic instance of the tables being neatly turned upon the cross- 
examiner, says J’he Globe, occurred in the famous convent case. Miss 
Saurin, having been expelled from a religious order at Hull, on the 
ground of her disobedience, brought an action for libel. The late Lord 
Coleridge, who appeared for Miss Saurin, sought, in his cross-examina- 
tion of Mrs. Kennedy, the mistress of the novices, to ridicule the 
triviality of the rules which his client was alleged to have disobeyed. 
Mrs. Kennedy’s statement that she had once found Miss Saurin in the 
pantry eating strawberries was followed by this dialogue. Coleridge : 
‘* Eating strawberries, really!’’ Mrs. Kennedy: ‘‘ Yes, sir, she was 
eating strawberries.’’ Coleridge : ‘‘ How shocking!’’ Mrs. Kennedy : 
‘It was forbidden, sir.’’ Coleridge : ‘‘ And did you, Mrs. Kennedy, 
really consider there was any harm in that?’’ Mrs. Kennedy : ‘ No, 
sir, not in itself, any more than there was any harm in eating an 
apple ; but you know, sir, the mischief that came from that.”’ 

At Whitechapel, on the 12th inst., says The 7'imes, before his Honour 
Judge Bacon, counsel made an application as to the hearing of a 
remitted action, and said it was chiefly a matter of account. His 
honour said he would not do it. To the best of his recollection, the 
High Court judges did not take accounts ; they had referees who could 
do the work properly. He had never objected to hearing cases properly 
remitted to' him, but he always protested against accounts being sent 
down. Counsel asked the judge if he would say he could not take it. 
The Judge: I say I will not. They could, he added, apply for a 
mandamus to compel him, but they would see then. Referring to a 
suggestion that the registrar should take the accounts, his Honour said 
that the registrar was always busy, and, if he would not hear it, wh 
should the registrar? He asked when the action was remitted. 
Counsel: Two years ago. Judge Bacon allowed the case to 
adjourned, emphasising the fact that there were no arrears in his court, 
but that county court judges were not judicial charwomen to do the 
domestic work of the High Courts household. 


At Marlborough-street, on the 18th inst., says 7'he T'imes, before Mr. 
Mead, an application was made on behalf of Mr. McCabe, manager to 
Mr. Charles Manners, of the Moody-Manners Opera Co., to permit Ethel 
Maud Summers, a girl aged twelve, to take part in ‘‘ Madame Butterfly” 
at the Lyric Theatre. Mr. Henry W. Mote, solicitor, explained that 
the first performance would take place on Wednesday. The child 
would be required for two performances that day, one being a matinée, 
and for one performance on Saturday. At the latest the performance 
would be over by 10.30 p.m., and the child lived with her mother at 
Lambeth. Previous licences had been granted to her. Mrs. Summers, 
in answer to the magistrate, said her daughter was in good health. 
She was well looked after, and she attended ‘‘ a school for professional 
children.’’ She was paid a sovereign for each performance, and the 
money she had previously earned had been put in a bank for her. But 
her father, a porter in regular work, fell ill, and the money which had 
accummulated to £15 was drawn out. Mr. Mead: I do not see why 
you should live on your children. I think if you employ this girl the 
money ought to be entirely saved for her, subject to, say, 10 per cent. 
for travelling expenses or something of that sort. You must appointa 
trustee for this child, and the money must be paid to the trustee to be 
saved for her, subject to 10 per cent. for expenses. (To the solicitor.) 
You can draw up a short deed for the purpose. The best thing would 
be some independent gentleman. Mr. Mote said that course would 
raise difficulties, and it would probably prevent the opera company 
having the services of the child, who was experienced in playing, as she 
had performed with Signor Caruso, Mme. Destinn, and others. 
Perhaps the magistrate would be satisfied with the word of honour of 
the mother that the money should be entirely devoted for the benefit 
of the girl. Mrs. Summers said she would give such a promise, an 
there would be no temptation to spend the child’s savings. Mr. Mead 
said there was the temptation and the mother yielded to it to the 
extent of £15. It might be good for the child to be trained as am 
actress, but he thought any money she earned ought to be reserved for 
her. He only wanted the money to be secured for her, ond es OO 
the whole dramatic profession would be with him in thinking 
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these children should not be exploited for the parents’ gain. After a 
short adjournment the parties to the application expressed their agree- 
ment with the course suggested. A gentleman, who offered to become 
trustee, went into the witness-box, and was informed by the magistrate 
that money might be advanced by him at a later stage for the girl’s 
benefit and education, but, at present, only 10 per cent. of her earnings | 


was to be expended for expenses. Sub-divisional Inspector McKay, C = 


objection to the licence being allowed, and the magistrate granted it on | L1qurpatrox) 
the terms mentioned. 








are requested to send in their 


8, Laurence Pourtney hill, Oanoon st. Allen & Co, Bast 
Division, representing the Commissioner of Police, said there was no | Barrerssa a¥p Wampsworta Oo-or 


Butterworth, 99, Leman st, 


ple. Ciose, Mercantile bldgs, East parade, Leeds, thee & Ga, Leota, toes tie 


London Gazette.—Tvususparx, Aug. 18. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 


Locrep rm Caavorey. 


Axiw poe lame ae required on™ before Oct 5, to send in their names 


of their debts or claims, to William Barton, 
cheap, solors for liq 
mative Socrery. Liwirep (ix Votumraar 


Tequested to send im their claia, not lover than Ang Si, 


—Creditors are 
to Thomas Beecher Batterworth 08, Leman st, liquidator 
Frirsozover Oo-orzrative Socrsrry, x, intra (iw Votunrary Liqurpatron) —Creditors 
their claims, later than A homas Beecher 


ug 29, to T 
liquidato 





Winding-up Notices. 





Vix Gazette.—Frinay, Aug. 14. 
OINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
LIMITED IN CERY. 
Morprsts Civs Co, Limi tep—Creditors are required, on or before A’ to eend their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Gillespie, 


40, Westgate a, a on PTyar liquidator 
Pgninsutae Co, Limrrep—Creditors are requi 


on or before Sept 25, to send in their Messrs. H. E. 
names and add resses, and the particulars 


their debts or claims, to Edward | above-named Interests 





The Property Mart. 


Result of Sale. 


Reverstons, Lire Potrcrss, Awnvurry. 
E. Foster & Craxrr«tp held their usual 
at the Mart, 


omnal Seataiatty sale G8 om Se 
a ae ‘ Tharciay : 


Ebenezer Price, 99, Cheapside, liquidator the following Lots were sold at the prices named, the total amount fn 
Samveat Sywpicirs, Limrrep—Creditors ‘ate required, on or before Nov 14, to send in | £6,470 
their names and addresses, and the paioe « of their debts or claims, to N. Bogle- ‘ABSOLUTE REVERSION to Half bed o- ves ese eco Bold 2760 
French, 41, Threadneedle st. Christopher & Roney, Cornhill, solors to liquidator REVERSION to £5,000 gah ae a ae » £2.270 
S. H. Smarr "2 Bona (Lens), Limirep (18 Taqurparsen)—Ovedie-ws are recused forth- ABSOLUTE REVERSION to £8,000 oes oo ove pee » £3,260 
with to send in their names and addresses, and the of their debts or claims, LIFE INTEREST in £19 2s. 6d ig gg oe oo eee bes ° 2200 








| Miturxeroy, Taomas Asucrort, Leigh, — Wholesale 


Bankruptcy Notices, |, iDreght "istes (et kueio Ord auger 


Miszit, Montaausz, Manchester, Dealer 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Aug 14, M pet 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 1p. egy be nord ind, Beer Retailer High | 


Morgan, Joux Paice, Crouch 

Arrerpury, Wit114m, Darfield, nr re _ Grind- Court Pet July 24 Ord Aug 
stone Maker Barnsley Pet a“ 

Barrett, Freperick — L, eter, "Tailor Exeter 
Pet Aug10 Ord A 

Buckmaster, Herpert ol Fleet st High Court Pet Pet July 22 Ord Ang 8 
Junel6 Ord Aug 10 Rirey, J., & Co, 

Bursuam, WAUrTER, vm te Coal Merchant Windsor 
Pet Aug 8 Ord Aug8 

Cammack, AL¥rep, Horncastle, Lincoln,Cycle Dealer Lin- 
coln Pet Aug’ 11 Ord Aug 11 

Cuapwick, Apert Ernest, Likeston, Derby, Greengrocer 
Derby Pet Aug 11 Ord Aug 11 


Mos 
July 17 Ord A’ 


Pet July 14 ‘ond Aug 12 
Roserts, Owey, Talssarn, Gamer, Engine Driver 
Bangor Pet Aug12 Ord Aug 12 
Rowsoriom, Epwis, Lockwood, Huddersfield, Draper 
Huddersfield Pet Aug 11 Ord Aug 11 
| Smira. Isaac Atrraep, Newark upon Trent, Joiner 
Ciayrox, James Arruur, Morley, Ly Mill Furnisher | Nottingham Pet Augil Ord Aug Il 
Dewsbury Pet Aug ii Ord Aug 1 | Spencer, Isaac Wasa, Leeds, Engineman Lecds Pet 
Cotverp, E F, Forest Gate, Essex, Licensed Victualler Aug ll Ord Aug it 
igh Court’ Pet July9 Ord Aug Tixsox, Ext, Shaftesbury rd, Kenslagton, Builder High 
Det, Eayest Henry, Skirbeck Garter, Market Gardener | Court Pet Aug10 Ord Aug 10 
Boston Pet Augill Ord Au | Tusyer, Witt1am, West Bromwich, Beer Retailer West 
Duxcax, James, Station rd, We eatin Edmonton Pet | Bromwich Pet Aug10 Ord Aug 10 
July 27_ Ord Aug 10 Unswortn, Ropert, _ General Hawker Bolton 
Earpizy, Bertram Coorrr, Burslem, Stafford, Plumber | Pet Aug 11 Ord’ Aug 11 
Hanley Pet July2 Ord July 31 | Warrz, C E, Sun sat, Finsbury High Court Pet 
Fyxx, Nawexnam Wiacat, Great Crosby, Warehouseman | July 8 Ord Aug il 
Liverpool Pet Avug10 Ord Au E | Werver, Turopors,{Abbey rd, St. John’ 8 Wood, Musician 
Gannett, Wittiam Trerett, Bradford, Electric Cable | High Court Pet Aug 8 Ord A’ 7 
Manufacturer Bradford Pet Augi12 Ord Aug 12 Wicuinsxy, Sorosox, Cheetham, ester, Wholesale 
Gaskina, Wittram Ricmarp, ee, Band Master | Clothier Manchester Pet July 138 Ord Aug 10 
Liverpool Pet July17 Ord Aug Witxmsox, Harry, Woodlesford, York, Boot Maker 
Grover, Faanx Louis, Leagtheeteah, Tailor Leicester Wakefield Pet Aug10 Ord Aug 10 
G o ‘Avg ~ = Ang 30 iddlesb: h, G Middl | 
RIFFITHS, Joun Owen, Middles mone » Grocer iddles- 
brough Pet Aug 12’ Ord Aug 12 FIRST MEETINGS. 
Hisss, Grorar, ay my Kent, Contractor Canterbury Ayprews, WALTER big enenaiee, | aie Aug 24 
Pet July27 Ord Aug 10 at 11 Off Reo, 11, Copenhagen st 
Hvuoues, Aveustus Apo.psus, Liverpool, lanintee —s~ pd poem i Dany "Tailor Aug 27 
Agent Liverpool Pet July 25 Ord Aug at 10.30 Off Rec, 9, Bedford circus, Exeter 
Houmpureys, Erzanor, Bournemouth, Outfitter” Poole Pet Buroxerr, Josern Foum rain ,Upwell, Isle of Ely,Cambridge 
Augil Ord Aug ll Builder Aug 22 at 12.30 Off Reo, 8, King st, Nur- 
Hyper, Grores Wit.iam, Cropthorne, nr Pershore, Worces wi 
ter, Labourer Worcester Pet rm 12 Ord Aug 12 Buckmaster, Herpert Joux, Fleet st Aug 25 at 12 
Jones, Josern Frepericx, Plumstead, Keot, Workman | Bankrup' st 
Greenwich Pet July 14 Ord Aug 1i ° Bourier, Grores, urton on By any Aug 2 
Kix, Harry, Liverpool, Hairdresser Liverpool Pet July at 1i Midland hotel, Station st, Burton on Trent 
21 Ord Aug 12 Carsticx, Evwarp, Burnley, ‘Dutcher ‘Aug’ 22at 11 Off 
Leavo.p, Frepgrick Aurazp, Great pene, Hawker Ree, 13, Winckley st, Preston 
Grest Yarmouth Pet Aug 10 Ord Aug 10 Cuappzr, Epwarp Wits, Holbeton, Devon, Butcher 
Mackenzis, Tom, Maryport, Cumberland, Builder Cocker- Aug 25 at 12 7, Buckland ter, Plymouth 
mouth PetJuly 23 Ord Aug 10 Corverp, EF, Godwin rd, Forest Gate, Licensed Victualler 
Marcotm, Epwarp Rvuraserorp, -? - eae Devon Aug @%atil Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Barnstaple Pet July 24 ae Aug 10 Conve tt, RowLann Wititam (Jun), Liverpool, Artificial 
Maetivy, Wittiam Attau . vydene rd, Dalston, Butcher Manure Manufacturer Aug 24at 3 Off Reo, 35, Vic- 


osER, CHARLOTTE aeeuta, Strand High Court Pet 
Musarave, pag rd, Maida hill High Court 
est Gorton, Manchester Manchester 








Edmonton Pet Aug8 Aug 8 toria st, Liverp ol 


| Eyxon, oe by at West yo Fa a Aug 
24 


Gay, Sethe 20 rink -4 t+. ~ Aug 
Mat 4 Off Rec, 38, Regent circus, Swindon 

ae Faanx Louis, h, Leicester, Tailor 

ag SS Off Rec, 1, ge st. Leicester 
Bram, “~~ at a, oe Dealer Aug 22 at 
ec, dl, 

Matiem Hanrovp Kixestow, Holvesch Oy Cycle Agent Aug 
25 at 11.45 Law Courts, Peterboro ugh 

Hoots, Lizzie, Al ,Salop Aug 2 at 4 Chariton 
Arms Hotel, Wel 

Humpnerys, Exveanor, Bournemouth, Ladies’ Outfitter 
ase Se 10.30 Curtis and Sons, 153, Old Christ- 


ec 

Jonszs, Joszera Faepericx, Plumstead, Kent Aug 24 at 
11.3) 182, York rd, Westminster bridge 

Kworr, Wituam Herey, Belper, Derby, Watchmaker 
Aug 25 at3 Off Rec, 47, Fall st, v 

aes = Tom, Maryport, Aug 24 at 12.15 


MILunerox, Tuomas AsHoRort Leigh, Lencs, Wholesale 
Dr ‘Aug 24 at 3. 19, Bxchange st, Bolton 
Morais, James Henry, Lower , Bedding 
ae Aug 2% at3 Ree, "Byrom. st, Man- 
ester 
ae Evear, Shirland rd, Maida Hill Aug 24 at 12 


bidgs, Carey 
Panes, 6 Gaonat Clay Cross, Derby, Fish Merchant Aug 
pee ie ik ie sng Hb 
sialen, BORG! Toop, er Aug 
Offa Merefond 


2, 
Savrary, Henny Groncs Ricaarp, New Of Pe 
Trawler Ca; Mary's 


Aug 22 at 10 
chmbrs, Gt Gri: 
—_ vant Warrington, Commercial Traveller Aug 
22 atl 


Rec, Byrom st, 

ae, Sony aw) , Chesterfield, Innkeeper Aug 22 at 

1.30 47, Full st, Derby 

pt cane ILI. iam, Leeds, Engineman Aug 2% at 11 
Off Rec, 24 st, Leeds 


York Pet Aug 
rgeree ban ‘Ghefie 1d 
Sruivonn, = Jour OMAS, , General Beater, 


One siiaxoup, ‘Thorne 


Aug 2% chmbrs, gate row, Chester 
ome Eu, Ware { — w= , Builder Aug 24 at 
2 


Unsworts a 2 ton, General|Hawker Aug 25 at 

Waite, C. E. — Finsbury Aug 2%at12 Bankruptey 

Warsz, Joun Wittram, ine Lyon, Norfolk, Builder 
Aug 22 atl py ba King st, Norwich 

——, vaoman, S wansea, Plumber Aug 25 at 11 OF 


, Swansea. 
Wenven, ae Abbey rd, 8t John’s Wood, Musician 
Aug 2%4atil Bankruptcy bilgs, Car-y st 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 


FUND, LIMITED. 


24, 
ESTA FABLISHED in 1891. 


MOORGATE STERIBT, LONDON, 


pon 


EXCLUSIVE BUSINESS— LICENSED PROPERTY. 





630 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and 


X SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 


supervision of the Oorporation. 








Suitable Insurance Clauses for inserting in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent 


on application. 
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Warrraxer, Txouas, Wollaston, Stourbridge, Licensed 
Victualler Aug 24 at 11 Off Rec, 199, Wolverhampton 


Wirxinsox, Harry, Wootlesford, York, Bootmaker Aug 
24 at 11 Off Reo, 6, Bond ter, Wakefield 
Woorpriver, Joux ‘Wirt, Amblecote, nr Stourbridge, 
Btaff Licensed Victuailer Aug 2%at12 Off Rec, 
199, Wolverhampton at, Dudley 
Yares, Epwix Haney, Clayton, Lancaster, Plumber Aug 
22 at 10.30 Of Rec, Byrom at, Manchester 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
Aauisuaw, 8 W, Stone, Stafford, Boot Dealer Stafford 
Pet July 2 Ord Aug 11 
Arreesury, Wiiiam, Darfield, nr Barnsley, Grindstone 
Maker Barnsley Pet Aug8 Ord Aug8 
Barrett. Farvenicx Paesswewt, Exeter” Tailor Exeter 
Pet Augi10 Ord Aug 10 
Beckett, Josrru Fouxtars, Upwell,Tsle of Ely, 1" 
Builder King’s Iwnn Pet Aug 7 Ord Aw 
Buswuam, Waurer, Waterloo rd, Uxbridge, 
Windsor Pet Aug8 Ord Aug 8 
Cammack, Atrrep, Horncastle, a Cycle Dealer Lin- 
coln Pet Augill Ord Aug 11 
Cnapper, Eowarp Wirt1am, Holbeton, Devon, Butcher 
Phm Pet July 25 Ord Aug 12 
Cuapwick, Atngrt Enxest, Ilkeston, Derby, 
by’ Pet Augli Ori Ang ll 
Crayton, James Artuur Morley. Ly = 
Dewsbury Pet Angil Ord Aug 
Conwxeit, Rownaxnp Wituam, jun, a 
we Manufacturer Liverpool Pet June 16 
ug 12 
Det, Fewest Hewery, Skirbeck Quarter, Lincs, Market 
Gardener Borton Pet Avg it Ord Aug 11 
E.xin«, Sipxry, Morgans Vale, Downton, Wilts, Butcher 
and Dealer’ Salishury Pet June17 Ord Ang 12 
Farrpman, Covis, Edgware rd, House Furnisher High 
Court Pet July 10 Ord Ang ll 
Fysw, Newensam Wiont, Great Crosbv, Lanes, Ware- 
housemen Liverpool Pet Aug10 Ord Aug 
Ganysetr, Wituiam Trnerir. Bradford, Wintiria Cable 
Manufacturer Biadford Pet Augi2 Ord Aug 12 
Grover. Fraxx Lovis, Loughborough, Tailor Leicester 
Pet Avg10 Ord Aug 10 
Grayt, Jonn Mactaccaat, Stonebridge pk, Willesden 
Merchant High Court Pet Mev 30 Ord Aug8 
Hatt, Tuomas Harey, ard Josern Hart, Newcastle under 
Lyme, Coal Dealers Hanley Pet Augi Ord Aug10 
Haast, Earnest Ataert AcocksGreen, Worcester, Commer- 
cial Traveller Birmingham Pet July 15 Ord Aug"! 
Centerbury Pet 


Merchant 


Greengrocer 
Mill Furnisher 


Artificial! 
Ord 


Hises, Grorar. Margate, Contractor 


July 27 Ord Aug il 

Humeureys, Evzaxor, Bournemouth, Ladies’ Outfitter 
Poole P+teAugii Ord Augil 

Hype, Grorae Witisam, Cropthorne, nr Pershore, Wor- 
cester, Labourer Worcester Pet Augi12 Ord Aug 12 

Leavo.p, Freperick Airrep, Great Yarmouth, Hawker 
Great Yarmouth Pet Aug10 Ord Aug 10 

— Reotxa.p. Richmond av, Willesden Green, Aasis- 

nt Master High Court Pet July17 Ord Aug8 
Muniinoros Tuomas Asncrort, Leigh, Lancs, Wholesale 
ist Bolton Pet Aug10 Ord Aug 10 

wane ontaGur, Manchester, Dealer Works of Art 
Manchester Pet. July 28 Ord Aug 12 

Nicnouis, Joux Woon, and Harry Beavwont James, 

pper Caterham, Surrey, Builders Croydon Pet June 

2 POrd Aug 10 

Paaxinson, Henneet Joszru, Bradford, Cigar Merchant 
Bradford Pet July 25 Ord Aug 10 

Penwect, Vaye Huncerrorp, Queen's rd, 8t John’s Wood 

igh Court Pet Dec2t Ord Aug 12 

Powsr, Patrick, Woolford, Nurseryman 
Pet Aug5 Ord Aug7 

Roserts, Owen, Talysarn. Semen 
Bangor Pet Aug 12 Ord Aug 12 

Rowsotrom, Epwix, Lockwood, Huddersfield, Draper 
Huddersfield Pet Aug 11 Ord Aug 11 

Suirn, Isaac ALrFeReEn, ey Joiner 
Nottingham Pet Aug 11 Ord Aug li 

Sraxcear, Isaac Witttam, Leeds, Engineman Leeds Pet 

Augll Ord Aug li 

@ueseee ens, Eouuxp Josgru, Camberwell New rd, Architect 
High Court Pet July 16 Ord Aug 10 

Tinsow, Exv1, Warwick rd, Kensington, Builder High Court 
Pet Aug10 Ord Aug 10 

Tvayver, WittiAM, Weat” Bromwich, Beer Retailer West 
Bromwich Pet Aug 10 Ord Aug 10 

Unswortn, Rosert, Bolton, a General Hawker 
Bolton Pet Aug 11 Ord Augi 

Wauiss, Atyvexp Epwanp, East Dulwich High Court Pet 

May 22 Ord Aug 10 


Wark Tuaxovore, Abbey rd, St tomes 's Wood, Musician 


Edmonton 


Engine Driver 


Court Pet Aug 8 Ord Aug 
Wioxnam, Evwarp Peers, O14 Catton, Norwich Norwich 
Pet May9 Ord Aug 8 
Witxineos, Harry, Woodlesford, York, 
Wakefield Pet Augi0 Ord Ang 10 
Yates, Eowix Harry, Clayton. Lancs, vanes Ashton 
under y thy July24 Ord Aug 11 
Gazette.—TUESDAY, ae. 18. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Anrnony, Joun Canpines, Wimpole, Cambridge, Farmer 
Cam Pet Aug13 Ord Aug 13 
Broapsanx, Cates Gronar, Ashford, Kent, House Decor- 
ator Canterbury Pet Aug 14 Ord Aug 14 
hdale, Draper Rochdale 
13 yg <7 


nonce, Btaindrop, Durham, Wood Leader 


ton-on-Tees Pet July 31 Ord Aug 12 
Cairrinetox, Acxxs, Bradford, Milliner Bradford Pet 
Augi3 Ord Aug 13 
Cowap, Josrrn, o_o Heath, Manchester, Plumber 
Manchester — Ord Aug 14 
ek H, Bh ty at, gware rd, Draper High Court 
rong Ord Aug 14 
Dav. ‘nae zoitta, Newport. Mon, werner of Wallpapers 
N Mon Pet Aug 15 Ord Aug 15 
Dicxmsox, James Harceeaves, Victoria st, Engineer 
“ag tnd Ord Aug 14 
Dossztty, J B. Queensborough ter, Hyde Park High 
Court Pet Mar 19 Ord ae 


Bootmaker 


Burrerworts, Mary Ev.en 


CayoILy. 
Stockton 





Dyegrt, Herseer Cuaates, Shirley, Southampton, Builder | 
Southampton Pet Aug13 Ord Aue 13 

Fivserz, Wautrer Nixon y st, Lace Agent High 
Court Pet July? Ord Aug 14 

Forrest, Matraew, Hartington Town Quarter, Derby, 
Farmer Bustoo-co-Trest | Pet Aug 14 Ord Augl4 

Hare, Arruvr, Folkest High Court Pet 
Aug 4 Ord Aug 14 

Hoaviey, Hasry, Weskemars, Surrey High Court Pet 
July 16 Ord Aug 

Hossoy, Cuartes Seticin, Co ye + _reamaneemae 
High Court Pet July 22 Ord Aug 

Hucues, Epwarp. Rushton, Staffs, lineal Victualler 
Macclesfield Pet Aug13 Ord Aug 13 

Javers, James Joszrn, Carlton, Notts Nottingham Pet 
Aug 13 Ord Aug 13 

Joxzs, Esenezer, Cwmbach, Aberdare, Innkeeper Aber- 
dare Pet July 24 Ord Aug 13 

Jones. Ernest, Preesgweene, nr Chirk, Salop, Builder 
Wrexham Pet Augi4 Ord Aug lé 

Larag, - Sale, Chester, Cycle D Manchester Ord 

ug 1 

Loakes, = 1014, Northampton, Grocer Northampton 
Pet Ang 12 Ord Aug 12 

Marrurws, Groner, Acocks Green. Worcester. Commercial 
Traveller Birmingham Pet July15 Ord Aug 14 

Nerponam, Josgpn, Gainsborough, House Agent Lincoln 
Pet Ang 14 Ori Aug 14 

Rosrine, THOMAS, eno hon Jobbing Builder Birming- 
ham Pet Augi5 Ord Ang 15 

Szticuayx, A M, pee pl ‘Kensington High Court 
Pet Jane2 Ord Aug 13 

Tayrtor. Marie Marta, Folkestone, Draper Canterbury 
Pet Jnly 16 Ord Aug 15 

Tuomas, Caantes Wituam, and Tom Epoar Mixye, Sal- 
ford. Lancs, Job and Fent Dealers Salford Pet Aug 
14 Ord Aug l14 

Witiiams, Jouw Natuaniet, Bristol Bristol Pet July 29 

Aug 18 

Wivrer, Farperiox Grorace, Great Grimsbv, Motor Agent 

Great Grimsby Pet Aug 15 Ord Aug 15 


FIRST MEETINGS, 


Arrersury, Wirwam, Darfield, nr Barnsley, Yorks, 
Practical Scythstone Maker Aug 26 at 10.30 Off Rec, 
7. Regent st, Barnsley 

Buryuam, Waiter, Waterloo rd, Uxbridge, Coal Merchant 
Aug @at3 14, Bedford row, London 

Burrerwortsu, Mary Exren, Rochdale, Draper Aug 28 at 
1115 Town hall, Rochdale 

Cammack, AL¥aep. Horncastle, Lincoln. Cycle Dealer Aug 
27 at 12 Off Rec, 31. Silver at, Lincoln 

Currrrserox, Aowrs, Bradford. Milliner Aug 27 at 11 
Off Rec, 12, Duke st, Bradford 

Cowar, Joszen. Newton Heath, Manchester, Plumber 
Aug 26 at 3.39 Off Rec, Byrom st. Manchester 

Davis, H, Church st, Edgware rd, Draper Aug 26 at 1 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Devt, Eanest Henry, Skirbeck Quarter, Lincs, Market 
ee Bept 2 at 2.15 Off Reo, 4 and 6, West st, 


Dicxrxsow, James Haroreaves, Victoria st, Engineer 
Aug 28at1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Dorye.ty, J B, Queensborough my Hyde Park Aug 27 at 
1 Bankruptey bidgs, Carey st 

Dyerr, Hersert Cranes, Shirley, Southampton, Builder 
Aug 26 at 11.30 Midland Bank chmbrs, High at, 
Southampton 

Earpvey, Bertaam Cooper, Burslem, Plumber Aug 26 at 
3.30 ‘Off Rec, King st, Newcastle, Staffordshire 

Garnett, Wiis Terre, Bradford. Electric Cable 
Manufacturer Aug 26 at 11 Off Rec, 12, Duke st, 
Bra@for 

Hare, Argruvr. Folkestone, Comedian Aug 23 at 12 
Bankruptcy bldg-, Carey st 

Hines, Grorcr, Margate, Contractor Aug 27 at 11 Off 
Rec, 68. Castle st, Canterbury 

Hoapury, Harny, Haslen ere, Surrey Aug 28at1l Bank- 
rupt-y bldgs, Carey st 

Jones, Esewezer, “Cwmbach, Aberdare, Glam. Innkee 
Aug 28 at11 Off Reo, Post Office chmbrs, Pontypridd 

Leavoup, Freperick ALrrep, Great Yarmouth, Hawker 





Off Rec 32, Bridge st, Northa: 
Fremington, Devon, 
Martix, Witttam Artuur, Ivydene 1d, 5 
at 12 Bankruptcy bldga, Carey st 








Moser, Onaavorre Anronta, Strand Aug 27 atll Bank. 
— bw ane 


House Agent’ Aug 27 at © 
81, Silver st, Lincoln 
ford, Lance Lancs, Merchant Aug 2 at 3 
st, 

aE ay Ee vt. ~ aelagten Aug 2% at 1g 

Srivrox, , wh, Stoke i. Herefordshire, Farm 

Tabourer Aug 27 at 11 Off Reo, 11, Copenhagen at, 


Worcester 
ADJUDICATIONS. 

Anruony, Joan Cansives, Wimpole, Cambridge, Farmer 
Cambridge Pet Aug13 Ord Aug 13 

Bamrorp, Joun Henry, re y, 
Pet Jul y4 Ord Aug 12 

| Banas Dovetas Seams, Furrier High Court Pet | 

16 


Ord Aug 
ie er Hounslow, Builder Brentford 


| Beaca, Caarurs, 
Pet Jan@ Ord ug 12 

Baoavpayk, Cares Georcr, Ashford, Kent, House 
Decorator Canterbury Pet Augi4 Ord Aug 14 

Bropir, — Matcotm, Jonw Srucxiy Coutrse, and © 

van James Lawrence Lixp, Great Tower st, Wing © 

Merchants BHigh Court Pet June4 Ord Aug ae 

Brown, Jouw, Hol! — Accountant High Court 
Pet June 1t_ Ord Aug 

Durzeswours, Mary helen, Rochdale, Draper Rochdale 
et Au 

Cavan, Groror, Staindrnp, Durham, General Ca 
Contractor Stockton-on-Tee< Pet July 31 Ori Aug 

Currrinatox, Aoyes. Bradford, Milliner Bradford “1 
Aug 13 Ord Aug 13 

Cowar, Josgru, Newton Heath, Manchester, Plumber 
Manchester Pet Avgi4 Ord Sag ts 

Daw, ny Cecir1a, Newport, Betailer of Wall. 
papers Newport. Mon Pet oy 15 Ord Aug , ae 

Dovetas, "R, Great St a ee Shipbroker High Court 
Pet June2 Ord Aug 

Dyerr, Herpeat wen ‘thirley. Cooteengtriny Builder 
Southampton Pet Ang 13 Ord Aug 


ON cummed OSBP 
12.30 Off 


| Scorr DuGA.p, 
Off Ree 


Sz.icmay, A 
Bankrupt 


Eaepuey, Bearaam Cooper, a ng Baits, Plumber © 


Hanley Pet July2 Ord Aug 14 

Ex.vey, Arravur, Fastcheap, Tea and Coffee Dealer High 
Court Pet July 9 Ont Aug 8 

Forrest, Matrrusw, Hartington Town Quarter, Derby, 
Farmer Burton on Trent Pet Augi4 Ord Auge l4 

Fourxes. Henny Cerssweut, Finsbury pavement House, 
Builder High Court Pet. Aprilé Ord Aug 14 

Gairerrus, Joun Ower, = mt a Grocer i 
brough Pet Augi2 Ord Aug 12 

Hage, Artuvue, Folkestone, Comedian High Court Pa 
Augil4 Ord Aug 1é 

Hueuwes, Eowaarp, Rashton, Stafford, Licensed Victualler — 
Macclesfield Pet Aug 13 Ord Aug 13 

Javens, James Josern, Carlton, Notts Nottingham Pet 
Aug 13 Ord Aug 18 

Jours. Kawneer. ween®, nr em Salop, Builder | 
Wrex' Pet Augi4 Ord Aug l4 

Kiax, Harry, Live Hairdresse: 
21 Ord Aug 14 


Pet Augi12 Ord Aug 12 
Maatix, Wittiam Aatuour, Ivydene 7 Dalston, Butcher ~ 
Edmonton Pet Aug8 Ord Aug 12 


Muvzs, Epwarp, Liverpool, Estate Developer Liverpool © 


Pet June 25 Ord Aug 11 
Morgas, Joun Price, Crouch Ty Beer Retailer High 


Court Pet July 24 Ord A’ 

Nexpuam, Josgen, Gainsbo Gainsborough, House Agent inco 
Pet Aug 14 Ord Aug 

Rossrss, Lege Dicninghams, wating Builder Birmiages 
ham Pet Aug 15 Ord Aug 15 


Szymovur, Wenn Arrtuur, New Bond st, Cigarette Mer ; 


chant High Court Pet Junel Ord Aug 18 
Spetier Frepeeick 7" pos la 
April 14 Ord Aug 13 





Frui 
Court Pet Sans Ord Aug 1a 
Tomas, Cuantes Wrutiam. and Tom Epcar Mut 
Salford, Lanes, = and Fent Dealers Salford 
Augl4 Ord Augi4 
Warvye, Joun Wiitiam, King’s -) 
Lenn Pet July 18 Ord Aug 13 
Wuirraxer, THomas, Wollaston, Stourbridge, 
Victualler Stourbridge Pet July 16 Ord Aug 13 
Wiourssxy, Soromox, Mane! Wholesale 
Manchester Pet July13 Ord Aug 13 
Winter, Freveriox Grorcs, Great Grimsby, Motor Agent 
Great Grimsby Pet Aug15 Ord Aug 15 





Aug 26 at3 Off Rec, 8, King st, No: 
Loakes, Prisca, Northampton, Grocer Aug 26 at 12 
Matcotm, Epwarp Rorarrrorp, 
Aug 26 at 3.15 94, High st, Barnstap'e 
Butcher 
Aug 27 at 8 14, Bedford row 
Morea, Joun Prior, Crouch End, Beer Retailer Aug 26 
The Oldest Insurance 














= 


+, s 
Re eo 
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Copied trom Policy dated 1726. 


PERSONAL 
SICKNESS and DISEASE, 
FIDELITY GUARANTEE, 
BURGLARY, 


Law Courts Branch: 40, CHANCERY LANE, 


Office in the World. 


] N FIRE OFFICE} 


FOUNDED 1710, 


Heap Orrice: 


63, THREADNEEDLE ST., E.C, 





Insurances effected against the following risks :— 


FIRE. 


ACCIDENT, ; WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION 


including ACCIDENTS TO 
DOMESTIC SERVANTS. 


W.C. 


A, W. COUSINS, District Manager. 


FUNDS IN’ HAND 


£2,764,234. 


Boot Dealer Coventry | 


% 


138 Ord Aug 13 a 


x Liverpool Pet July” 
Loaxts, Priscitta, Northampton, Grocer Northamptomj/ 


i 


High Court Pet) 4 


Brory, James, — Ampnose Worsreupess. Portobella, — 
Notting and High — 


, Builder Kneis 


and BMPLOY&RS’ LIABILITY — 

















